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Pvhti$h$r s Note * ix 


Publishers Note 


M ho Chinese character fur 'Vrisis" is made up of two 
elements: "danger” and"'opportunity," For those who 
waul to cliBiige the world. The Modern Crisis is a 
challenging assessment of both. 

But Murray Bookchm doe& not stop there. He 
spends little time cataloging the reasons tor despair; 
nor does he present political solutions in terms of 
the hoped tor final results. 1 don't think Murray even 
believes in "final rr results, The tecus of The Modern 
Crisis is what questions we must ask to get from here 
to there, from a society which is destroying itself and 
its planet to a society which values its members and 
i is environment enough lo bo s li stain able. 

Tliis fneus is anything but narrow. In this very 
short bunk, Murray considers social ecology, ethics, 
moral Hiinitmirs, m miripally based democracy, and 
much more. Every page ;s fnnd fevr thought f nr anyone 
interested in fundamental social change. 

The Modern Crisis is nut tut easy reuth but A 
rewards careful study. New Suciely Publishers is 
proud to publish it. 



Matt Decker 
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About This Book 


The fissuivii in this bonk consist of lectures and articles 
that I prepared over the past three years. "Rethinking 
Ethics, Nature, and Society'* wan written sptmifieally 
tor Toe Modem Crisis. ^WltaL Is Social Ecology?" 1 was 
presented as a lecture-seminar at the University nf 
Frankfurt In November, 1384; and printed in the 
Uerman radical monthly Jt&jpinume. "Market 
Economy or Moral Economy?” is based on a keynote 
hiJ dress I gave at tire annual convocation of the New 
Engl and Organic Farmers' Association ill June, 1333, 
"All Appeal for So* ml and Fcinlng'cal Sunity" was 
written as a pamphlet fnr the Tnstitnle for Social 
I oology in May, 1983. 

Murray Bookchin 
Director Emeritus 
Institute for Social Ecology 
Burlington: Vermont 









Rethinking Ethics, Nature, 
and Society 


'] he four articles that make up The Modern Crisis are 
guided by the v e\v that om deas and our practice 
i ; ll it be imbued w i i 3 1 n ri eep s en m : of et h i ca • 
com rnit merit. We mini recover an imaggof the public 
gaud in h wnrl.il that inureftaingiy makes its fihmcRS 
between one "leaser evil” and another Such an 
endeavor which 1 plan la elflbm ute in a fort ho mining 
book, The Eh hies of’ Evil cam easily slip i:aLu stslf- 
rightcous sermoniaiiift if we do not examine certain 
basic assumptions that so distinctly mark the present 
era 

Most o\ the ’'isms' 1 we have inherited trom the 
past liberalism, socialism! syndicalism, com - 
m an ism. capita Lisin—-arc rooted in the crude 
notion that b uman beings act almost exclusively from 
self-interest. This notion unites such widely 
disparate and iminensely influential thinkers as 
Adam Smith, Karl Marx, end Sigmund Freud, not to 
speak ot h uge bouquet of liberal s, aouiu iatis* end 
self styled ‘hibenmitnis' (more properly 
propriclariaus, the acolytes uf Avn Rind) eji i 
mrnmon vision of human motivation and social 
behavior- Somewhere in the bowels ot the 
Enlightenment and the Victorian era that followed 
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ii. ethical approaches to freedom, self-consciousness, 
and harmony began to give way to appeal? for a 
' scientific,' J presumably “materiaUst/ 1 approach tu d 
^c.jc.i-til reality grounded in egotism ami tlie picture uf 
a stiIf-.servinjLE, indeed, avaricious human nature. Evuu 
so libertarian a visionary as Mikhail Bakunin, the 
lio-rv voice ol nineteenth-century anarchism, echoes 
Marx and many radicals ot his day when he militantly 
declares that “Wealth has always been and stilt ts 
the indispensable condition for the realization oi 
everything human.... 1,1 het then? he no mistake that 
these words are directed simply against any 
particular body of ideology nr dogma. They reflect a 
widely accepted tendency in ideas that steadily 
reduced earlier pleas lor freedom to ,J idoological" 
oxprossicn^ of (read, apologias for) free trade; pleas 
for consciousness to “ mystified" expressions of class 
interest- and ideals that called for a harmonious 
wnrd to attempts to conceal a "historical" need for 
serial discoid—-whether in the form nf 
swashbuckling competition in the economic sphere 
nr aimed conflict in the social sph ere. 

What deeply disturbs me is the extent to which 
this image is so integrally part of our prevailing 
market economy—the profit-oriented capitalistic 
world men Like Bakunin and Marx so earnestly 
opposed fhe ■'eTnho-.trgjaoisrrient'" nf tha working 
dae£ : which troubled Bakunin in the !H7(.Js. has 
r-:<jMii[]ed to umbra ue v rlually all the nidi oh 1 ''isius t! 
we? have inherited from the last century. Our 
bourgeois society has carried its own ideological 
baggage, filled with notions of self-interest into the 
menial world of its opponent?. 

As a result traditional radical ism in nearly al' its 
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Eorrsis has botStmui th« alter fjgu of Ii-ailItion^l 
capital ism. In n social universe where riva: 
id oologies—be they conservative, liberal, or 
i-adira! — nt.ol seemingly conflicting interpretations 
uf social rtevRlopmenL ill egotism. we are faced !jy a 
good dual more than the problem of ideological and 
psycho logic fi 3 cooptation, Thepowc of sol Mute-rest, 
whether wv choose to call it " class interest" or private 
Interest, becomes so pinch a pari of the received 
wisdom uf our period that it tincunsckmaly shapes 
aff uur ideological premises. Causes like "socialism," 
"liberalism/’ or ever 'anarchism" become wedded 
io a distinctly bourgeois outlook in Its crudest arid 
most ubmentaJ sense even as they try to advance 
Ideals that servo the public welfare. 

The pradical results of those asiuuuptloiLS are 
insidiously corrosive. Mot only is every moral 
diii'lenge lo self-interest indulgently dismissed as 
"naive," idealistic," and “utopian," hut many people 
who iru principled opponents of I lie prevailing order 
easily slip into “strategies" that appeal In specific 
interests in then crassest forms, "Bread-iiiid-buttei 
issues, important as they surely are. are given almost 
embarrassing priority over moral and even iongo - aiiKc 
material <srms. Thus the runaway growth ihal 
threatens in undflrmine the eoviregiment, the 
centralization of power that inches society toward 
an authoritarian State, and increases in armaments 
production that create jobs ut the expense uf the 
uniiftiunity's autonomy from the Pentagon are 
sanctiiied by rhe immediate needs of workers fin 
employment. 

A cozy adaptiveness In the seeming imperativea uf 
' realism" in widely prevalent among people who 
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hvow a moral adhere net* to freedom. Radicalism 
becomes radically schizophrenic a fragile, 
unworldly ;if^ of Ideals coexists with a stolid, very 
worldly practice Spawned by opportunism. The 
hidden agenda, with its visible "superstructure” 
composed of pilches to selfdateresl and concealed 
base' of lofty principles reserved for prsVFTte 
discussion—u “juxt-hRlween-tis" kind of socialism 
and liberalism that presumably balance out a public 
life of manipulative calculation becomes the mid 
of our time. Given Ibis chasm between principle and 
practice, wo cun justly nak what has happened Uj dm 
“self" lhut structures its Ideology and acti vibes 
around self-intejnest nn the one hand and an 
emancipatorv self-c.qpsciOtlSPess on the other. The 
modem crisis, in effect, includes a serious crisis ir. 
radicalism itself and in many ideological uiuveintmls 
that try to resolve the dislocations of dlu lime. 

Any project dial seeks to deal with this crisis must 
also be a product that rehabilitates the prevailing 
image of human motivation, Indeed, it is an endeavor 
that must go still further: it must try to aeptU'Kie 
radicalism (or, if you choose, the libemtory 
movement in all its fnrmsj from its deep rout- in nur 
market sock-'y and lhe vicious mentality it hrmnts, 
Whether in Hmialism, anarchism, or Liberalism, 
mural Essurh m ust be raised again to remove a toxic 
egacy of lealpulilik that has shunted them aside from 
their centrality in stniggles for human emancipation, 
i know of nothing itinro warped than attempts lu come 
lo terms with m thoroughly irrational 'Tcalitv M anti # 
‘'realism" that inqrefcibri^ly asks us to choose between 
the alternatives of nuclear immolation and ecological 
disaster. This dilemma, which is the height ul 
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unwt li(y in Hegel's famous equation of the w rnnl’ 
with ihti "rational." forms, the "big picture" of rmr 
rin;t r or what woLkil tgislw pompouKlv call its "mm ro- 
problenis. Entering dee pi y into ihe factors tha; have 
produced ibe dilemma is a moral Issue; the 
conviction that every benefit must be "purchased" 
by a risk.—in short, that for every "advance” 
humanity must pay a penally. Why thin should be 
so remains inexplicable ttniess ^oed es indissolubly 
wedded to evil p iti vvhn i cawu ethics conceived a a m 
pursuit of virtue becomes a uo n trad let iuii in terms. 

Whwl ihis ''benefit v&rsua^risk' formula has 
produoid, however, is a monumental apologia for all 
the ills of our litue. a Justification for the existence 
of evil qs SUeh and its entry into tint core of life in 
the modem world. When gfrod and bad ary no longer 
placed in opposition lo each uniter but rather adjusted 
in coexist with udoh other as though they were 
integrally ps T 1 of the same phenomenon, ethical 
Mt&idards dissolve tnlp techniques for 
accommodation in things as ihey urn. 

Even a moral movement l» redeem move merits fur 
social change becomes a mere problem of 
calculation—MJi*L-ificfl:ly. of the risks wf must incur 
in matters of principle m exchange for the benefits 
wc w'ish to gain in matters of practice. This is a typical 
bourgeois calculation which every aivntprensur faces 
when he nr si it; enters l ho marketplace }ungle, a 
calculation that has btiLomc an Issue in ell tics 
precisely bet uuue moral behavior in the marketplace 
is all bill impossible Thai a ' benefit-versus.risk" 
mentality bus become tin? common coin of everyday 
discourse *1 tests lo the all-pervasiveness of a market 
erxinomy. It exists no teas in modern radicalism than 
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in mottern common :r Sn both cases, the sweet smell 
of suu-e^k, however opportunistically ai Ineved. 
tends to win over the odium of possible fill urn in 
matters of pci nciple. 

Thure is a cruel indeed. ironic justice to this 
calculation Each risk that « benetil incurs, cadi 
'dcsstrr evil * bought a( the expense of principle, 
ultimately yields a universe of risks and evils that 
by far surpasses the original pair of choices lhat lead 
us to this i 11- conceived strategic In politics, Weimar 
Germany between World War l and 11 provides us 
with the classic example of this ethical devolution. 
Faced wit [3 paired choices of *' leaser evils 1 ' nr 
"bHnefjls-versns-risks” from one election to another, 
German Social Democracy played a gamble with 
destiny that ted it from the prospect n? revolution, 
which it unscrupulously aborted, to 1 huices between 
a moderate Left and a tolerant Center, a tolerant 
Canter and an au f her i tartan Right, ami finally an 
author tar ian Right and totalitarian Fascism. Tile 
results of course, are history- a history presumably 
tucked away in the past Out the strategy is painfullv 
Contemporary. In daily life, this devolution is Qn 
ongoing process that has become so autonintic that 
it no longer appears tn be a mailer of choice- So 
complete ta the surrender of ethics to tile mere 
process uf functioning, of principle to the mere 
routine of survival, thai il has become an unthinking 
series of operations at the most molocnl nr level of life. 

One can easily bteme people for becoming 
caricBti res uf iheir lost humanity, Everyday life has 
steadily acquired almost bovine characteristics. 
Society is little more '.han a pasture ami people u 
herd grazing on h diet of trivialities and petty 
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jursuits. The prim we pay for this repellent 
reduction uf humatii kj domesticated, shepherded, 
and unthinking heinge is costly beyond imagination 
The* int.uIt.s nur elites inflict mi their subordinate by 
cajolingthfmi do not solve the problems of our times, 
but simply remove l ham from public purview, 

UencR:, the reinMatement of an ethical stance 
becomes cent™' to the recovery of a meaningful 
society and a HPnae uf selfhood n real is in that Is In 
closer touch with reality than l he opportunism 
lesser-evil strategies, and benefit-versus-nsk 
calculations claimed by \hn practical wisdom of our 
tirrsfl. Action from principle tan no longer- be 
separated Trom 3 mat urn, serious. and concerted 
attempt to resolve mir social and private problems. 
The highest realism can bt attained only by hHiking 
beyond the given slute of attairs to a vision of what 
should be,, not only what is. The crisis we face in 
human Hihjeudvity as well as human affairs is so 
grear. and Us received wisdom is so anemic, tha? we 
literally will nut bo if we do not realize our 
potentialities to be more than we mt*. 

The scope of the modem crisis :s rocoimoiterod in 
the pieces that, make up this Look. My intention here 
i* not to review the problems that have formed it. 
That would be rednndant.I would like now, Iniwaver, 
!r> meamine their depths and their connartmzis lo each 
other, to go beneath I he surface of the book and 
explore certain cohering thoughts from which we can 
develop h tiicttmlugful whole. 

If we desperately nc$d an el hi us Lhat will join the 
ideal with she real and give words like "realism*' a 
richer, more rational meaning than they have, then 
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wa are heed with a traditional dilemma. How nan 
wh objectively validate ethical chums in an era of 
mural mUUvtgm when good and bad. right anri 
wrung, virluti arid evil, even the selection of strategies 
for stu ihJ change rtf- completely subjects Ucd into 
matters of La^te uropimnnTI he overstated claim thal 
what 2 $ good for e highly personalized "me" may not 
be good for an equally persona] imtd “you" speaks tt 
the growing amoral it v uEtmr tune. Accordingly. such 
a moral relativism II can hardly tall it a relativistic 
"ethics" Without debasing the very meaning of the 
wore ethics I has acquired the sanctiiy of a 
Constitutional precept in our system of govern merit 
ll has become the standaid b> which Ip dfilfirmiue 
tlm f riminality of behavioral] d theguidingpri maples 
of diplomacy, religion, politics, and riduCHlinn, not 
In ruHtition business and, puistmal affaira The 
subjmTiv) aat ion of behavioral precepts reflects I lie 
universal opportunism of the tmic; ita emphasis is 
ait tipi mitonal ways of life as distinguished from 
pliilu^opliiivd ones, especially on ways to survive 
and function, rather fhan on ideals imbued with 
meaning, 

Thai moral mlatmsTn can deliver us \o a totally 
noncritical view of a world in which more taste and 
fleeting opinion justify anything, including nucleai 
iminoktloii. lias betiii stressed enough not to require 
further elucidation. If mure opinion suffices to 
validate social ucluiviur, then (Hr social order Itself 
can oe validated simply by public opinion polls. 
Hence, whether capital punUhuitmt is "right'’ nr 
**wrong'' ceases to be an ethical quetciun about the 
aaucLil> of life. The issue becomes a problem of 
juggling ].e:e cHutagnK. which may justify theaiaugh.vr 
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yf homicidal iek?ns riunng one year and then right 
] 5 vo during another Whether the figures of nui 
polls go up uj down can deride whether a given 
luunhei o: people will be put to death nr not Carried 
l 0 Uij logical conclusion, this porsonalislic. 
operational view u| morality can justify a totalitarian 
society, which abolishes the very claim* of the 
individual )l was not tiuni a sense of irony or 
perversity thd! visitors to Musse l mi s Italy in the 
twenties applauded a fascist regime because Italian 
train* operated OH time. The efficiency of a social 
sysh.rui and mere mutters of personal convenience 
were idenlificd with its claims to be the embodiment 
■ ;| the public welfare. 

Io exorcise moral relativism, with it*, distasteful 
extensions imo a politics of leaser evi ls and a practice 
■dm- lured araund risk-versus-benefit calculations, is 
:i vexing problem indeed. The converse of j radical 
moral relativism is a radical moral al^ulutism winch 
Ldu be as tolhlilarjan in Us power lo control us its 
relativistic fi[iuosite is democratic in its power to 
"Tax both live In a curious intellectual symbiosis; 
the s-oeming plural Ism of ± morel democracy has been 
known to encompass a fuse 1stlc ethics as easily as an 
inarchie one—which raises the question of how to 
koep a democracy from voti ng i1 seif pat of existence. 

Suffice LI in say that moral absolutism i* neither 
beitet iiu: worse Thau the concrete message it has tn 
lj hci An ethics grounded in ecology can yield a salad 
of 'natural laws" that are as tyrannical in their 
conclusions as Mrf chans of a moral relativism is 
orecariou&ly wayward* To appeal frciin ecology to 
Ood is u, leap from nature to supurnatunc that is, 
uouiLally, bum the human subject as it exists in the 
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real world to the way ii exists in the in isolation 
Keligions precepts are the piod ! !cts> <d ptiusts ond 
visionaries, not of an objective world trorn which wo 
can gfitn a sensa of ethical direction that is neither 
the commanding dirta of 'natural law" on the one 
hand mir sujiernatijrKl “law'' on the nth«r Wo have 
learned unly Inti well that Hi tier’s "blond and soil" 
nalmdsm, like Stalin* toszuoinpiral M clhdw tu:*/ can 
be used as viciously as notions of "iialu.til Jaw (with 
all their Darwinian connotations of "fitness to 
survive” end "natural selection' 1 ) to collect mil lions 
of people in concentration camps, whore they are 
worked to death, incinerated, or both. 

Indeed, [he suspicion surround log t I>f» choice of 
rial ura inn a ground for ethics is push fled hy a history 
nf nature philosophies which gave VA.irUl/y to 
oligarchy [Plain), slavery (Aristnllid, hi era ruby 
I Aquinas], necessity [Spinoza], and UimiiiiHliuii 
(Marx), to single out the better-known thinker* of 
western philosophy/ Rarely indeed he> ti n tore itself 
been seen as a nascent domain of freedom, selfhood 
and consciousness. Almost invariably western 
thinkers have de-alt with the natural world as a 

*Lui me emphasize the word "ground 1 * and polm mu lhd( i do 
iiui use tht! word ""source,” which bea been tareJesaiy tdjged 
$nto my view*, Ltaicg presupposes iht p»snr.( h- oi vmHtlor., th* 
IrctllecluaJ ability 10 conceptualize and lh» mortal ability in 

in^TFmiinjia/ian oumrnunities, nol Ili mil---f nto a 

rninmnii ty. ThftSft uvapfinitiGn .;r^ nmque’y hum,in i tri rlf-wrve 
Eimphnsteassarh, i \ \br. mnir hnrsiiipn-ini-lni i I'MvInjiiiiieiLlHlislt' 
ii. i nl to ignore humanity's jn:queues n u> a p iUjji ul'ly idtiLuuJ 

mimIwk i.lI I in th p. soireethat I u vv word ''nov u\] ‘ X : a ture 

itu-.-s [jul h-i v t! will in Lite It a mail aeuse uf Lttt! term, nur (lots il 
huj puwdi’ yf oonuup'viiihsailBH Tlu-’ aeust in whkh 
rutturois o ground far ethics, tidI ntJiioiJ pssoch. will he explored 
sLuiliw 
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vildernHss fhot haa always been hostile to humanity 
Jr LoriUollms by 'natural law." a lawfulness unerring 
in its necessitarian relHLionships, 

It \$ hero I hat serial ecology fills a void in an 
jhjeaivtt ethics that is neither absolutist nor 
fttlativiHt, authoritarian nor chaotic. neo-tssitartan m n 
arbitrary—with all ihc pitfalls tor humanity that 
thesn paired nations havn yielded. Given social 
ecology's emphasis on natuie's fecundity, on ttn 
thrust toward increasing variety, mi its limitless 
capacity to (lifferentinle life-forms am! its 
develupmcnl of richer, more varied cvolmi unary 
pathways that steadily involve uver more complex 
sp»ui05. our vision of the naUiml world begins to 
hange We no longer need luok upon it as a 
iiccessituruiu withholding, of 11 stingy" redoubt of 
blind "cruelly" and harsh riHimminism. Although 
TiHvitr a "realm of freedom," nature is not reducible 
*' an equally fictitious "realm ol necessity/' as carlitu 
philosophers, sound thinkers, and scientists claimed. 
Tin- possibility of freedom and individuatum fa 
opened up by the rudimentary forms of self 
selection, poihaps even "choice/ if vou will, of the 
ituM mtNuenl and barely iormed kind that emerges 
(nun ih« ii. i.ieasing uompfa?dt% c»l species mid their 
dhermile pathways of evolution. Hero, without doing 
vioL'iimr i> the facfa. we can begin to poinl to a thrust 
En evolution that contains the potentialities of 
freedom and individuation, Ht-rm ton. wc can 
eortain premises tor social life -conceived. lo he 
s nro. as ihfl iiistitutiorialization a\ the .milnut 
community iuloa potentially nhiiona;, sfllf-guvemmg 

farm of ns^oefatton —and owing to Om evcrgm^Hu 
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complexity uf ihe nervous Systran and brain, ter tin- 
wmergencu of reason rise It, 

This ensemble of idea?, \ submit jjmvidtfK us with 
the bdKifi for an ecological ethics which seet; the 
cmci batmen nf aiolf'hood, reason and freedom frmn 
nature—nut in sharp jppqsiimn !u nature. Natural 
evolution uvariime gives rise from within itself to a 
rich wealth of igradattons that open the way to sol Ini 
evolution —in short, two evolutionary pathways in 
which one la parent to the other. The traditional 
dualism in hatiuiu thought that pitied humanity 
a^Hinst animality, soriety against nature freedom 
HpInst necessity, mind against body, mid. in its most 
insidious hierarchical form, man against woman is 
transcended b> due recognition of die continuity 
between the two, but without a reduction ism oi 
"oneness that yields. in Mr>geJ 'a words, M » night in 
which all cows are black."* This Iran main deuce is 
achiHvpd historiudJy. not hy arguing out Ibr prnbleoi 
I rum witnin the (roamh^ uf biology and mu iety as 
though each 1 in be discussed and explored 
separately from the oilier—and then constructing 
sume kind of mechanical upparstus to "bridge' 1 the 
gup between these dual dies, With the ust uf nr, 
evolutionary approach to explain the evolution of 
humamly out of animal i l w society oul of :iatujb. and 
mind out of burly we shed sunkiblology's lyramiicHl 
'maraiily uf the gene." We alsn free ourselves from 
antlhu monism's reductionist dissolution of human 
uniqueness into a cosmic "community" in which nuU 
an* equatable to people from the infamous "lifeboat 
ftthic" that den ins the need to share the means of Life 
with others who nrn less privileged. from nn over!Iy 
National Socialist cut look that validates the Authority 
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of sdf-appointed "sup::irmeiT to dominate 
stibhumaus/' iiri d from a Stalinist reduction of 
human beings tn the raw material oi a "History 1 " 
^uvernr-rd by the inexorable "Ihvu*” cf dialectical 
materialism 

U*t me emphasise thru suiml ecology, white 
viewing Eiature as it ground for an etniCE of freedom 
^nri individuation* cocs not sei* an inexorable 
‘lawfulness" at wtirk that derives rhe human from 
r_hn Ttunhuman cir .society from Datum Sucial eculofty 
ik tiol only r philosophy of process, it is also a 
philosophy of potentiality. Potentiality involves a 
sensitivity lo the latent possibilifitts lhaL inhere in a 
gtvrrt const el Ut ion of phenomena, not a surrender 
In ju't:determined inevitability. IL ls the capability Li to 
bo" that is not a* y«! in beiu^. a process in which the 
conditions for a specific line of development Rxifd 
but have yet to achieve fruition ae a whole ' with 
all its wraith of fullness, soli development, and 
utiiniJeriess, Analogic* more often tell us what this 
a pp rutted: Ll> maiity is than propositional 
elucidations: the acorn, for example, which has the 
natun Utility to become an oak !mn nr the human 
'rnbryo which has the potentiality lu become a fully 
nature and creative adult. This noli on, in any case 

h message of freedom. not of necessity; it 5peaks 
to an immanent .striving for realization* not to ft 
pnxkLonriinnd eeilmuty of completion. Whal is 
potential in ii.i l acorn that yields an oak Lrae or in a 
lumiaii embryo that yields a mature, creative adult 
^ equivalent to what is potential in nature that yields 
society and what is potential in society that yields 
hfHjdoirj selfhood, and ousness. 

I find it odd that KUL-ial ecology die most or$nme 
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cf aur social di^dplmes is oil on diaruB&®d m 
strictly reductionist and analytical term*. Indeed, 
there is a strong tendency to cohort ideas rethtu than 
derive them. Ui disassemble or reassemble them 
though wc were dealing with jn automobile engine, 
ra(her thun explore them hk aspects ol a prou.'ftsc If 
recent cosmological theories about the uni vets# art? 
sminri, the notion that a! originated from a pulse of 
energy does not mean that nil" mat ter" can henceforth 
be rndueed to energy, Ratluff, the ecological thrust o' 
llmt uriginoting pulse has been in elaborate and 
different iaip itsell. forming siihammic atomic, 
inolHCijJer, nnrl finally, richly elaborated and over 
more complex inorganic and t * r^- 1 h h it: forms, 
Moreover, without inboducing any notion oi 
prcdcftdrHiiiitilier] and teleology info our ways of 
thinking, titich form can best Lu undurulnml as 
erner^Jlift cut of its predecessor the later and more 
complex generally incorporating ttiLj- earlier ftnd 
simpler ones, whether internally or as pari id h 

community. 

This biological or organU; way of thinking—which 
in no way conflicts with the proper use of mechanics! 
ur analytical forms of though I hut rather entoni pusses 
them—is strangely lacking in many socially orientca 
achnnls of ecology 1 stiil ennouiiter schools which 
tend simply to inventory energy on one side and 
“matter'' nrt i\n opposing aide ins tend of deriving the 
latter from the former. Similarly, biucunlrii: values 
are opposed Uj anthropocentric, the objective world 
of things is Qjpsi-sHd to the subjective wurkl of ldeai=. 
1hu strictly natural is opposed to the strictly sonlaL 
Wfi would do well to ^nk if I hey are in conflict with* 
or reducible to, eoch oilier-—indBfld k if wo ore 
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hntjr.p m bout tiicm in a thoroughly rounded .manner 
when we render them so onMfcledlp ^ 
si mpf locally. Evmi the “horrid” words 
"aii ill rr ipac.fsniricity" wild ‘humanism, so disdained 
t l IL . SB j a yfi hy many socially oriented ecologists, raise 
Elio 4uestir>n of whether human heiiiHS have their 
own >L jn<hiil place in nature wilh all their uniqueness 
-nd ihelrovvn distinctive contribution to the whole, 
\\e are very much in need of organic* more 
precisely, really dialectical ways of process-thinking 
du! KHfik oul the potentiality id a later form Ln an 
earlier one, that suck out the “hirces" that impel the 
IfiUti It give rise to the former, and that absorb the 
notion nf process into truly evolutionary ways of 
thought about -he world. Until this omanic mode of 
though) is brought In ecu philosophy mid applied in 
a ii«usilive richly mitmctd, and romidad manner, 
nur attempts to reflect deeply on eculnukial problems 
will tend to bo painfully superficial and incomplete," 

I can give m.i “definition 1 of social ecology ihui 
excludes the totality of these concepts, unified by 
the process Lli&l produefla them, lust as Herbert 
Marcuso "defined" capitalism a3 all that appears and 

■Tina .s (is. ^Lujd a -si i» .■ ns tmy Lu piim! nut rlijt proems-thinking 
III llr.y kind is TsiKanlnglfliM kvilhuill ft-mpiiluitJ vurifictiiUMi of our 
tL'jtii I u si nut, 31 1 iVl(v rfidl world. Bulan emptflfrd test of our sd^s 
f.:»ruii*l “ an atfampf 1o a iixed sw nf idta* with <s tix'-t set 
nf fatfs, aa the aculvte* nf common sens*; and a crude pnqjpmitiam 
'■’■m Id Uuvt us l.niiuve. In truly dittluctic thinking, dt? empiric! 
t'-r.i tiiuat tixpluru whnrhfli-a jjlven pro-Lusts in Its theoretEuul form 
axpluins a given prates In real life. Tim I iifOf.fj&ses in thuu&ht 
i lu.'tl tr‘v io fixpltiiu in reality u> ft hafiic notion o r 

ar n[i,::* mI vflrifi j jyliou IKtI m eluded qvim .. self-proiehMiil 

dia]«?( uciaas" and left IIicim open to compel line; criticism* Ly 
piiiHinjIistfi and positivist* 
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is worked out in the three relumes nf Marx's Capita, 
(and, 1 would be inclined to say, a good deal mure) 
so social ecology b what I have tried lu detail in the 
passages above and h good deni more. At a time whan 
social ecology, one*? a rarely used term which I chose 
tu express the tdeas contained in this Imok is being 
bounced around in an increasing number of 
publications, it would be wull to bear its specific 
mnfliii rig in mind. To divest this term of ita Uberatcry 
process!. and ethical content is to completely 
hybridise utterly antithetical concepts Our age r 
which faces intelloctiifiJ suffocation beuHuee of h 
massive denaturing of language info "buzz words' 
and a degradation nf concepts into simplistic 
“definitions," is guided by cheap academic fashions 
as well as by media-created lad:=. To resist this 
melding nf words and concepts into a goulash of 
ideas is tu resist the degradation of mind itself. Given 
Che unabated production of Fashions, fads, "buzz 
words." and superficial Ideas, we have compelling 
reasons to htar c or our spirHual degradation as well 
aa uisr ecological degradation. 

Thu very word sociui I bat is ^dded tu the word 
ecology—in contrast to the mure commonly used 
term, "human ecology''—is meant In emplinsize that 
we can no morn separate society from nature than 
we can separate mind from body* li nature provides 
the ground for an ethics that has an obi Active ancestry 
in evolution s thrust toward freedom, selfhood, and 
reason* so too nature provides the ground For the 
emergence nf society. Here again we nuts 4 exhibit the 
Lit must deJiuacy in the treatment of ideas. Animal 
communities are not societies. Whatever etec they 
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hav«, they do not form those uniquely human 
contrivance a wc col] institutions, which 

systematically and often purposlvelv organize 
relationships onmng ptioplfl alnng kinship lines in 
tribal societies political ones lii l ilies, and statist 
ones in nation* and empires, Insl a* we mast 
presuppose Uiu emergence of mumLipHl institutions 
tha! in classical Athens produced the puli# ur so- 
alled city-state, a community that gave due 
recognition to an extraordinarily Intelligent figure 
'ike Pericles, sn we must presuppose the emergence 
of nahrmal tnsiihiiinns that gave virtually absolute 
power to IdkilH like I nn s XVI of Franco and Nicholas 
11 :ii Russia, In eii her case. the leadership and power 
conferred on these jndividualt. had little to do with 
1 heir physical strength [the usual source of so-called 
dominance in animal groups] ami, w ith I he exception 
of Pericles, their mental capacities. Rather, their 
aullmrity came from wcU-organ i/Hd, carefully 
structared. and historically dovukipvii agencies: 
armies, bureaucracies. police, qr, in Athens' case. a 
iarge 'town meeting'' called the ectrlcsiu. 

We encounter nothing like these agencies in I he 
ini tio l -world. The ko- cal led caste,? wc find among 
"social" mat'd* like haes and termites are genetic in 
n igiri, not contrived, H y their rigidity they arc fixed 
in ways that Eft a mi nI imply at odds with human forms 
X organization, which ar« repeatedly altered by 
reforms di sirilplv uverthriiwn by revolutions, 

Pha ways in which human societies have an 
Jricesiry jn animal communities: arp Inn complex to 
vKan.;inf? here Quo (iiiug should he clarified, 
however; the two are not th e-same. hidr.ttnl, with the 
olflboration of human societies beyond the moat 



!d t THE WOOFRN CHSSIK 


elementary fumis cf scavenging and fouti jyailiHring, 
we can see ihtt BmHrgflncp in humanity of two 
societies: the auroral sot itstv of women and lIif 
fraternal society of men. Perhaps iha most underlying 
factor that makes iur this duality In tribal 
communities is a division of frjnrtrons—riot simph 
,i division of “labor." For it fa more than work that 
separate# lhe sexes into two fairly del tunable social 
gr«ups: lS is ml:me itself. Women and m#§n develop 
their own distinctive llfeways, modes uf nxprBFiHion 
behavioral trails, values, rituals, scusibiJilin#, even 
deities, myths, end traditions, as well as style# of 
work, not only forms of work. Home, gardian, 
cleaning, food preparation,, y-a renting, ami many 
other functions uutsiiiuie ri complete domain thai is 
distinctively a wumaii's realm. Man's domain 
consists of hunting, “polities' 1 (to misuse a word that 
requires explanation}, and, where it exists, the men't 
house. into which oil the males withdraw after 
j>siinsrty to form a separate couLinunil y of 1 heir own. 

The two societies have existed, whether in well- 
dyvelupi^I or virtually vestigial form, irum time 
ininjunioriril. Initially, they were in a reasonable 
Litlance with each other, a balance that wan ru liable 
tor the absents uf domination by cithei sex, Only 
later do we begin lu anmuntar a relationship marked 
by mole dominance. Hence hierarchy, where il 
pxistod at an early point in jsnnal development, way 
the exception ralher than the rule. Difference. I must 
emphasize, must not be mistaken for dominance or 
submission, a problem that tonlmually recurs in a 
world dial organizes all differin'.in inln hii order of 
“unt-lo-ten 1 * in everyday life and iiMilal lonalizes 
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. | |om into n "cham of cLuumand" in social and 

ccntfosu* fi+ea 1 ^ l>i hh j . 

We also hove ei difficult time recognizing thu very 
instance of these two societies and are even mort 
troubled iri out search for the pmcist* reason "why* 
mf i n came to dominate women. Ai uordingLy, we look 
fur gimmicks that explain this sin ft from equality 
between the saxes—an equalitv whose existence is 
yften denied—to a condition i learly marked by male 
domination nr the prev^leneu of a “man's world. M 
Thf mechanical. often radurliuiiisu nature of thuse 
explanations is found most dearly t n lhw view 
advanced by Uorothy Dhinersleirc notably. that 
women wJui provide succor ftu children art* also the 
earl teat source of donial lo them. Some of 
niiuiarstom's admirer*, currying this view tu Its 
exlramcs, argue that tin- 4 feelings of denial I hut stem 
from woman's "tug nopaly oi pofenlmg" turn bur into 
an object of hatred as well as love, and that This can 
be relhwarj by shni ^d parenting by men fend women, 
I f ! r\d this oxpLarmtiuti of misogyny, patriarchy* and 
evem htumtiliy highly questionable II is not only too 
simplistic and reductionist, bui also fails to account 
fur tlit nLdfi\ variation* in wometi 1 !* status that appear 
in auuiatitfs where women corUiiiue to exercise a 
"Tnormpuh of parenting' ami, hv any standards, am 
often far more loved by the young than are their 
fathers. 

We come, here, to a highly revealing prejudice in 
the way our society today Looks at the jissL, a 
difference that highlights the distinction bnlwcon 
Kuilogical iml conventional ways of assess tug human 
cJevpfopment. E ndedy,UR tne widespread notion f h5i 
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woman has always lived in a "man's world’* is a 
dialing bias that raises the male realm of civU society 
over wumnn'9 domestic world Nourished by the 
enormous influence politics and statecraft have bad 
on modern thinking, we tend to assume that civil 
society is always more important Ilian domestic 
society. that IJ uJ fairs uf state * have primary over Ihe 
«ITh irs of the household. 

hi i riba I societies, this prejudgement of what is 
important and what is not is often pure fiction. 
Woman t whose food gathering and sard uni rig 
activities often provide as much .as eighty pcrcenl id 
the biomdriri consumed by hunter-gatherer societies, 
enjoys an economic eminence that certainly equals 
or even exceeds that of mem If w« bear in, mind that 
hand and iribu I eomimm flies are him inly domestic 
societies, the rtu irraoue importance w« assign to civil 
society is tamely it modern preiudim. Indeed, enp 
could advance very persuasive arguments to support 
lhn claim that these societies were originally a 
“woman's WCtfid” and that women cmfoyed a status 
!liHi was "superior” to that of men. 

Actually, we hove no reason to suppose that the 
preeminence of a '‘women's world” over a man's was 
marked by the dominance of female? over nutlet 
Notions uf [luminance and submission have a vhiv 
checkered history, even when applied to animals, 
that cannot h« unravelled bare. It is iny own 
conviction that the expansion of the male’s civil 
sphere, not its n priori supremacy hT the very 
beginnings ol lh« development of human social 
farms .explains the bu: mast tig supreu ujcy of men ever 
women—a view. I may add, that docs not exclude 
the operation ol many complex psychological, 
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possibly ovhu binlt^ical, fatlurs Fhese tnav 


rt . r ,forced patriarchy, b',V :Uey do not in themselves 
eiplrfiti ’why" i! emerged. ft seems mom likulv, in 
nv vIh wi thuil civil society began to *nr 'roach upon 
JoTTWslic society and increasingly pmrlmiH d "man's 
u-crld” because nf population presfinr«,!ht*ovoJution 
0 f warfare : itself a very comjitax process). 
ECfchnoluKical changes, ^md th-n alow reworking of 
early egalitarian societies by thtf elders of the 
[immunity, its shaimrs. and, perhaps most 
ledsively, its Harriots, HLilurv itself and the 
iterative it unfolds for us are no lee* chusjI 
explanations I ban pathological gimmicks like a 
■'monopoly nf parenting" or hormonal drives 

The fallacies Utd! I he problem of main domination 
has gt*nnrHU:(L however. ere significant indicators ui 
the biases that interfere with an open study r>; social 
development. Difference, il cannot be fliriphasi^ed 
often hinmnli. dues not oy ilseff yield Irmnurehy or 
even & chuumi measure o£ dommanrfc The existence 
of :uo sock-lies male aad female'—dues not justify 
a conclusion lI k*: one exercised supremacy over 
soother finally the tact that the mate s civil society 
did achieve supremacy uv^r the females dce$ not 
mean th.r it had In dnso. The ability of social ecologv 
to distinguish ddfarenLiatioii from dominat 010 
indeed, to vist -»li/« variation as part of wholeness 
rattier than pyrntnidally, raises an important 
alleniHtive, It opens the way to a sftnsihility that 
emphusizt-i harmony ovrrr antagonism find fosters 3, 
1 i:c-±iifirming nthius, objectively ground mi: in a fecun d 


-jlure, that places a premium on variety uniqueness 
and the ability of life Joins to com plot unit each 3! her 
in forming lit her and ever-crnalive wholes. 
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That hierarchy anri domination did develop u 
annl h«r I tresis, largely implied, I hat runs Ihi'niiyh Iht 
SirluJesJ In this book Bui here. tnn, we minot inter 
problems that reveal an appalling wrongheaded ness 
the tendency, generated bv so many liberals unci 
Marxists, to anchor all relations in self-in turret ami 
economic motivation. I refer to the reduction ut 
hierarchy to classes and of domination to 
exploitation Hierarchy has a much broader meaning 
Than class, a strictly economic relationship that Marx, 
quite properly, rooted in the ownership of property, 
lh« cnnlml of technology, and the various ways oi 
ttpurnlmg fhe means of production What is 
impiirlHnt, indeed crucial, about this distinct inn Is 
Mint h it i rMrr:hy preceded the ft mergence of classes and 
iiihv lung hi irv ]vh them if wfi are not in artful of its 
Ihi-micliirtg implications, Hierarchy goes buyond the 
workplace into lliK vary crailltj, ho hi sjiutik, indeed, 
into Ihrt m-th :ih I i/hrig process, where InfuEKs nrntatighi 
lo dew I with "otherness" as nofcntialiy hostile. as 
"otijtst.ts"' to lie controlled. It is the breeding ground 
of llmse Lirtmaiv distinctions based nn gtuid^i dint 
tLre inculcated m the young. Fintdlv. it teaches the 
young lo accept their place in d soci:tl pvibimtl dial 
reaches from the family to the summits of thwij mJuli 
lives Not only are families, peer groups, educational 
institutions, religious centers, and the community al 
large schools for hierarchy as they are now 
constituted, so, too, are the workplace and* hr no 
small pan. Ihe technologies that place people in their 
service A classless society may emerge dial poses 
no challenge to any oi these? social forms: a 
nonhisrarchicaf society, challenging the mosi 
archetypal components of social life, indued, th< 
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socializing prunes* itself. goes much further It poses 
iht? mud to utmr every thread of e h^ scuul fabric, 
including; the wuv wn experience real My. before wu 
i m truly live in harmony with each other and with 
rhu nut in ^ I world 

By the same token, domm-tUon preceded 
exploilalitiii and may Iona survive un exploitative 
society if w‘t ntx not mindful of its scope. Here, too. 
wt* rru*l 30 fni beyond the economje areas and 
economic relationships to search out smmbih! ms 
that seek l» cent ml nil aspects of the world. Thu 
complexity id domination is such that even love, 
when used to manipulate and control, can produce 
submission as effectively as outright physical 
ccert mm ladead, sdl' domination, working through 
meoh utiMil?; lak+^ guilt dud « variety uf sociable.Urn 
lethriJL|ULt& Huh brought women, the young, mid 
ethnic groups into complicity wjrh their rulers mure 
effectively than explicit methods of control. Tins 
nfiaJn ra’Ms (hr need in go beyond the traditional 
"isms s 1 rot tilled around sel: interact and economic 
Tiioiivftliou« till" the deepest refuses of th« aell its 
formal ion in a cauldron of competition and 
uuid-Uling interests whereby indjviduulilv is 
idttudfmti with dommalion selTduvolcipTieiil with a 
meu.dlUv furnied by rivalry* maturity with 
jdapijtiun to thing* as they exist, success with 
acquisdiuti and dm sancUty of the bargain. 

Social ecology provided the patterning forms In 
1 "• ] 1 m : ! l- .uul a-'iT rlii f'M 1 -.- 1 rubles 11 f hjHiurchy mid 
domination thil afdict us Its ecological im-.igt* of 
■ in lniiii plant communities, or what I prefer in cull 
pnncoinniiinjtir'v rather than ecosystems (with its bias 
for cystum* tliuniy], challenges the notion I hot 
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hi«Mrf:hy exist* between species. l‘o designate? Jitm* 
it* "kings" and ants as lowly' is meaningless from 
mi Hcnhigjnal vinwpamt: ants, in fact, uro far toss 
dispensable in t ei:yi:Iing ri Hcooomrnuaity than 
lions, and words like “kingly' 1 t>r “lowly 1 ' arc 
ext rape Lotions of otn owes suciul rdathmsh [is into 
the natural world As to intrasptt ifio hi#« 

they are so different In kind, so patently minqiifd lo 
each other, ar.d so transitory whore they seem In Hxi*( 
ft" ftll r that a sizable volume would bo needed lo 
critically examine them with reasonable 
thoroughnas* Suffice if to say that ju ulephant low 
nr "mat nun :h” who seems to lead a herd stands very 
much at falds with a hahoon ''patriarch " And a 
"quoun" bet? is dimply an essential part of a 
reproductive organ wh call h betthivu, not a link in 
an institutionalized dynasty.* 

An ecological society is mure limn w Micinty thal 
tries to check the mounting disequilibrium that exists 
Imtwpwn humanity and the natural world Reduced 
hi simple technical or political issues, this anemic 
view of such j society's function dti&rudttH Ihn issues 
raised by an ecological critique <ml tenths tu pitmly 

•Tinwe nrinlogies a:nl the ihuLght* iwliind iliOD have &c 
h™lv idled from roy wrULngtt, ^vr.truily with minimal cr ac 
^ hi mli igtiuiicnt. that the reader should rrindtui r>l uhnn- 
1 in it iu.31 % orii'iLidUedcui'd the contexts in wfildi ;liny originally 
i.'l'i j r i.'tl. M> ijuauera Is rtoi simply w.th the prehism nt 
plugiurtsim Kithcr. I am much mure troubled by tim w*v thnv mr 
used ii stjppnrl ideologies wllh which ] differ pmfruirnih, &udi 
.ii‘ uuLiuLia of ''natural lav. H lhat pnnvlrin ,i win.nil Id use 
authoritarian nlfcthodf Enr thn norrertinn rri veo logical 
dj!ilnt atiunfe. In view ul' Ihn llberttiriiTi rrrssngr ifIti x ji 1 i i.uloyy, 
l t L: is J 1K is hybrid I sat Eon nc -defis very disturbing. i fud 11 nut a 
Cautionary nntfi should h^nudfl in rln* ini''i --.rs il fr^udoni end 
clarity of Ideas, 
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tcdinicaJ and inslrumwita! approaches ecological 
problems Social ecology of all, a sensibility 

dud include not only c critique of hierarchy and 
domination but * reconstructive outlook that 
advances a participatory concept of "otherness" and 
a pen appreciation of differentiation nx h social and 
biological desideratum. Formalized into certain basic 
principles. ii is also guided hy an ethics that 
emphasizes variety without strut turing differ poor & 
into a hifjraichical order, Ef I were to single out the 
precepts for such fill ethics, \ would be obliged 1 u use 
two words tha! give it meaning: participation and 

differentiation.. 

Social achjIorv is largely n philosophy of 
participation in - he broadest aense of the word, tn 
its emphasiH on symbiosis as the rrtnsl important 
factor in natural evolution. this phihrauphy sees 
ecomiumuniting as participatory 1 communities. The 
compensatory manner by which enimals and plant* 
foster each other’s survival, fecundity, und welj-bping 
surpasses the emphasis convent :oiml evolutionary 
theory places mi lheir 'competition'' with «ach 
other—a word that, together with ^fitness/ is riddled 
with h itibig Lillies. (JOm petit ion may acuiuately 
describe the workings of our capitalist market, but it 
does nut include the more meaningful principle of 
coiup lumen lari tv- which, alas, some 'hmturnJ law" 
acolytes have decided lu call a “Jaw"—that describes 
the mutualistic interaction of animuU and plants. 

Similarly, differentration not only emphasize the 
importance of variety for ecological stability, but is 
&lao the all-important contexl fur I he eventual 
emergence if a nascent freedom in anecocommuoity. 
Complexity, a product nf variety, is a crucial factor 
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in upt/imitf dlteriidiivH evolutionary pathways, The 
more differentiated ibn life-form and the 
environment in which it pxistg. the more Acute is its 
ovHr^i 1 sensorium. tho grantor its flexibility, and the 
more active its participation in its own evolution 
Hm I wo concepts cannot hts raised without heading 
to interact ion with each othHiv The greater the 
different Ml-.nn. the wider in the degree of 
parlLcipnli(in m elaborating the world of life An 
ecological ethics not only affirms life, it ntau focuses 
on the creativity of iife 


These CouchuLs extend Irom iiukuit! direc i\y into 
society. They provide us. with principles I hat 
overcome tire dualism hat ween nature and social v — 
not only in theory hut also in practice. Looking hack 
in time, wo find thaI linn history of society deliciously 
grade? out of the history of life without either being 
subsumed by the other. Our burliest institutions were 
basud on blood ties, groups, and gender 
functions—all biological lads, yet distinctively 
social in thal natural a If initios are given structure 
and stability, cohered by ideologies, and expanded 
to include aeumingly "alien ' groups Lhrungh marital 
exogamy und the exchange of gifts. In time, the 
emergence uf early cities expands the social bund to 
a paint where people .hhh themselves not only as kin 
hui also as a common species—a universal 
humnnitos the idea of citiznitihip, while never 
com plainly supplanting (he family he, opens a new 
community arena and a v\ ide range of human 
intercourse. /\ continuum can be traced from the 
simplest kinds of biological association between 
human being? lo an nver-expansive social arena tbnl 
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fosters pariicipaUun and, with it, greater 
liffrttsiitialto 11 in lunations, iiistiluLkmtil forms, and 
individual personalities, PartieipHtiuu unites the 
ititilic community with thu social ocacomnmnlty 
hv opMiiing new evolutionary possibilities in nature 
and society. Differentiation yields richer possibilities 
for II ie elaboration c if these ecooommu oitics and adds 
-he dimension if freedom, however nascent in nature 
<jt explicit in society. 

It is at this point that social ecology becomes 
□verily politif-uh Communities normally exist within 
fiiiumunitiRs individual families within tribes, 
tribes w;lhiu tiEbal confederations, confederations 
that create titties, and cities thnl enter Into confederal 
relationships with earn other. The problem we fare 
is: Wlmre did we leap out nf scale to produce state 
institutions that began to work against participation 
jud al&o inhibit differentiation? To put this question 
in more general terms: Whore did we go wrong in 
our history such that ive face a crisis of mnmmiHOtdl 
proportions in onr rtdHtlmiships with «nr:h ulhor and 
with the natural world? 

We dearly leaped out oi scale when wo tormed 
thu nulitm-Ktate, And it 15 noi only Lhe scale on which 
we hind inn thdt has exploded beyond our 
com pie hens ion and control but also thy deep wound 
wa have inflicted on onr own humanity- Ordinary 
people lind tt impossible to participate in a nation: 
they can belong to it but it never belongs tn thenn 
Hie size of the nation-slut ^ renders aolivu citiv-finship 
ini possible, at least on the national level, und it turns 
Politics, conceived a:? something [note Ilian a media 
spectacle, i nto a form of statecraft in which the citizen 
Is increasingly disem powered by authoritarian 
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mcecutlve agencies, their legislative iiimitm?, ana a\ 
all^ncompassinx fcmea jrracy. 

Thai politics, a Hellenic I firm that oncu meant thu 
□iQHbLK«niHiif of the polls, cir municipality, in faou-lci 
race assemblies and publidy rontroJlod councils, i« 
so far re moved from our present experience that the 
word has acquired a sflEcrmgly pejorative meaning 
npnd hardly be emphasized "Politicians"cut shabby 
figures today; they are the objects of public mistrust 
and forbearance, The fad that this word was once a 
mui icipaf term, applicable only lc Iho p fills, has been 
nil but forgotten, Th« d, sump owerm cut of I he citizen 
and the attribution of political activity lead 
ultimately to :he attrition cif (be self. Vlia real victim 
of the Jr politicization of the people Is the ego and 
human personality, through the transformation of 
citizens from publidy aclive human beings into 
atomized, trivialized "constituencies" who are 
preoccupied with their individual survival in a world 
over which Ihny exercise no Luutrul, This wound is 
still hemormaamg in the "body politic:"nnd threatens 
to hteed people of all their humanity. 

Going back further in time, we emi see that we 
wmtt wrong whan the market system broke through 
the con fines which traditional society tfstablished to 
contain it, Traditional snideries had a genuine fear 
of uubridlpd commerce and the accutriuIation of 
wealth, They saw ct as anti-social and demonic, a 
corrosive effluvium of greed undsp baggremdizemm i 
i hat threatened in dissolve lmig-ugtabli$hcd tins 
brtsfid on mutual Kid and community wnifare. Thb 
archaic insight h.j^ been pro ven out with a vengeance. 
Capitalism is a "system ' ( f such it can lie called) 
l hat gives ripe 1o the universal reign of limit toss 
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buying find Helling indeed* of Hmitlaw growth and 
.^pansiofi. Ttie reduction of the citizen to a buyer 
jini seller in lhe economii: realm* not only a 
"constituent" lu the political. carries marketplace 
rivalry into the most m-uudte everyday aspects of 
[ift?. We not only tfngnge in a ‘struggle with nature/ 
bui we nlso engage in a struggle with each nther. 
Indeed our struggle with each other is the koiifl:r of 
our "struggle willi nature/ a fact that was to eiiLrap 
JxilhMarx and one of traditional an.m Immu’s revered 
"lathers. ” in VI d[ > s» ase. t hi f, en senibU of ''struggles” 
^avf rise b mdkal lheorie> its which Lite emergence 
of rlftst societies w.is s^htt as * desideratum and the 
nmir^eoisie was cast hs a "pumum<!iitly revolu¬ 
tionary 1 ' class in 1 h+a l istcnic drama oi "man's" asten r 
from ''animalily. Ml Capitalist ideology goes oven 
Further: it not only < kirns that freedom presupposes 
I he '‘[himiimlion of nature," but il sees the 
'dumb in Lion l> 1 nature" as an ongoing "struggle/' a 
process uf social selection in which the "fif survive 
no less in society than in nature, while thosa whe 
cannot ’succeed "in both realmsfall by the wayside. 

for a generalion lhal lias experienced Lilt; horrors 
cf Auschwitz, I:lm viciousonss id this view would 
hardly inquire emphasis if it were not incorporated 
by ImpUoBtinji—Ht ‘lniet, even explicitly —into 
”natural-law" theory, Historically, il t\ol only stands 
■.it odds with the value systems of all precapitalist 
societies, which emphasized the virtue# of 
^operation and giving but also provide a gitaaftly 
apologia for the wounds (hat liave hutm inflicted oxi 
ihc naEiiraj wnr'ri. I hal trade was potent hilly evil and 
profit-making outright sm way a theme Lhat ran 
Ihrough the ninnility caf all precapitalisl societies and 
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sorted in great measure to block the ascendancy nl 
early capitalist relationships ever society as a whols. 
The cultural harriers that precapitalist societies 
raised against incipient forint of capitalism impetigo 
the latki's development far thousands of years, It 
was nut until rhe eighteenth century and primarily 
in England that capitalist market relations finally 
broke through these barriers and pn weeded to spread 
like qji aggrossivs cancer throughout the world. 

My use of the word "cancer" is deliberate and 
literal, not merely metaphorical. Capitalism. I would 
argue, is the cancer of society—nut simply a social 
cancer, a conceal llial implies it is sump form of 
human consociation. Tr is not a social phenomenon 
but rather an economic one; mdeed, it is the 
substitution of ucunmny for society, the ascendancy 
of the buyer-seller relationship, mediated by things 
called "commodities, 1 ' over the richly articulated 
social ties that past utilizations at [heir besl 
cia burned and developed for thousands ul years in 
netwurks of mutual aid. reciprocity, comply- 
men tardy, and other sup pur; sv^tarns which made 
social Ida meaningful and humanizing. Like all 
uncontrollfible cancers, capitalism has shown that it 
can grow indefinitely and spread into every social 
domain that harbored ties of muled iiy and collective 
concern. 

If there arc any ''limits" to the growth of capitalism, 
they ere to be found not in any of its so-called internal 
contradictions, such as k* unomic breakdown nr class 
wars between the w orkem and bourgeoisie as s;> many 
radical economists tell us t bill in the destruction of 
that hod whceII ' society." riit? host which this cancer 
parasitizes hjk! ihroatens to aiuiihilatfl. To respond 
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jreperly to ibis kind uf crisis. w& must develop not 
01l [ v jpecifiL antibodies that will arrest the Hiss ash, 
flC j admsltedly the valuable palliative* thnt will slow 
_iP its growth bnl Filsoa new immunologice! system 
■ hat will make society completely rssisisnl tci its 
recurrence. And I Speak, here, of a system mlliflr than 
j cnntnvame m 'techno I epical fix, 1 ' so alrimgly 
favored hy Ihr so-called realists in I lie tmvuimmeutal 
movement—un ensemble nf hew sensibilities, 
cultural forms, u moral ernnnmy in which the word 
"economy*' implies a recovery of the original Creek 
origin of the term as the management of the oik os, 
or household -on] n uew politico which recovers its 
Creek ctefimlitm as the management of the local 
community, 

The culture and sensibility 1 call "ecnlngirar is 
not tin-; primary concern of this book, I have dual! 
with 1 1 in great detail in other works .* In tiny case 
they can be inferred quite easily from my remarks oil 
(he ethical importance of dealing wkh !hts ■“oilier" in 
a complementary manner and the emphisis I place 
on participation and different hit Urn as the great 
motifs m organic evolution The essays "What is 
Social Ecology?" end 'Market Economy or Moral 
Economy?" In fact ai >3 permeated bv mm ethical 
message that rfll&Hs miltural nrul HllELudiudl solutions 
to thi] pmhlfims we faun. My main concern. how r ever, 
is to uxurriiiJH :he ethical bases, to the extent that 
these extet in nature and the economy, tor an 

pariir.il: nr v J^t.Sr.arc/iv An archism, which hus ruutnih 
'x.t.'n rmprtnled b\ Tllflrk Row Honks in Moiilrenb utid my latent 
wftr a Thr fc i f ; 4_v ot t r. i?r h}ttt (Pp In A hn: Cheshlre b cukv. I |. 
K^aiitra may ai>D uerv lo utMisuii Toward An LcoN/gtcal Sutijly. 
?A$- published by Black Kojk. Books. 
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ecological pulitiu.. I am deeply cnnnerned with wha 
constitutes the proper domain for that kind of pi?litic;- 
and the reconstructive steps that can he taken to 
remove in a creative way the causes that are leading 
to either ecological breakdown or a nudes* 
hulucausL 

IT wk rely on Kfllf-interast and economic motives 
to evoke the popular response that will deal with 
these overarching problem:*, we wdl he relying on 
the very constellation of pavdiolu^ical ftii: ti »r,s I hat 
have so decisively contributed to ibtdr emergence. 
Here wc encounter the iron it: perversity of a 
"pragmatism " that is no dilferuul, in principle. fmm 
the problems it hopes to resolve. Nor can we rek nn 
a politics of media manipulation and parly 
mobilization that rcallv hitches the 41 massed lu 
statecraft. Statecraft is for statesmen ami the 
"politics” it generates turns the tnoat dedicated 
idealists into sleazy politicians. This is nut. In be 
sure, because of bad intentions, but rathei because 
of the exigencies of power-brokering, parlia- 
mentarianism, and the inevitable effect of a 
puffed up. larger-than-life public imagery ciu 
ordinary mortals. 

Are we obliged, then, to tall back on the good that 
exists in human nature? It is fashionable, today, to 
deprecate this element in political life, certainly in 
a society that assumes that human nature is at best 
a blank page on which the environment can inscribe 
anything, nr ’worst a malignant evil that must be 
kept in tow ay coercion and fear. Yet let us net sell 
this fitulur short Human beings exhibit more care, 
dedication, and love than most students of their 
psyches are willing in acknowledge. There is a grout 



&8thtnk'ng EthfGS. N&wro Society .- 33 


0 | tniih to fules Michelet's description oi th* 
French people during the opening months of thnii 
revolution and the- sentiment lhut filled th^rn— 
3 desrriptinu, in lad, :hat uhh often encounters in 
-host hard-nosed, skeptical, dinJ amoral hinkmans of 
other revolutions as well "To attain unity,'’ declares 
the old historian nf hia country's revolutionary 
rebirth, "nothing was ablv to prove hii Impediment, 
no siirprtsn w is considered too dear. A! I at once, and 
without even perceiving it, the [French people | have 
forgotten the (hi rig* for which they would have 
sacrifu-.ijd their Ijvtij* the day bn tore, their provincial 
sentiments, local traditions, and legends, l ime and 
spaefcj. those material conch firms to which life is 
*mb : .BCt. are no more. A strange vjfn nziovtj, one 
eminently spiritual, and making her revolution a sort 
of dream, at one time delightful at another terrible, 
k now beginning for France, li knew neilher time 
nor space/ 14 

Perhaps this is overstated. But there i* enough truth 
in it to a&v that historical moments dr arrive when 
liLimdu beings, collectively -as well as singly, exhibit 
a 5en.il. of solidarity. edit:, and dedication that goe<- 
beyond mere inspire lion lo become a devout passion 
We would be hard put to explain how many 
movements for moral regeneratinn— for example* 
r - hristiamly, Ultun, Buddhism, or even various forms 
of socialism—could be reduced to "matnHal 
Intisresh" a Bakunin or a Mars nolwithstanding.* ‘1 lie 

’And ' would emphasize lhal nuru Ihan «vej, lodtty. mu a 
new iiL<iVf]Eit;[il For moral rsuwakun-Uig, no1 rniijr ftii moRln^ 

n.ujj jualeri^il siL-nia ,-tiportaiii h& (hew am at at, timusi. T1 ih 
. fading of ca:i(Hinpnriry "LffriaJ ' mnvemenla. be Ujl-v 
-Kit iaiiat qt anarchist, isihnt innw. social? con-rplvad primarily 
•■is uii3 that places "toeutS onrf tw«f" cn the IuHh, with ihe irimii. 
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cries of "Life, liberty, and the pursuit nf happiness" 
h tid" I .ibelty, Eq uaiity andFratern11 y,' hollow as They 
triH> seem laday in the ears uf many fmlMtyifld 
"rat finals r have a magnificent utopian efimermnn to 
thwm, h universal appeal that transcends the various 
umflfcllng interests that tried to tuduipuhilt: the 
American and French re volutions Joe their own 
benefit + Indeed, it is doubtful if millions uf peupUi 
Could Slave been set m motion, often exhibiting a 
Stronger spirit of self-sacrifice than self interest, if 
these appeals had spoken only to the economic 
concerns of calculating merchants and competitive 
capitalists. Even if one allows fur llie worst intention^ 
of the few who used the good inlenlimis rif the many 
for I heir own private ends, the reality ulTheMH appals 
consist 6 : in the empirical fact that the muny did form 
the great majority of the people and their i idem ion* 
mode wjoitil change possible and tangible, however 
much il wuh pervflrted latRT on. 

if wc die to ttxplorei human: nature, wccunnol ignore 
certain features about it that justify a belief in its 
cooperative and 1 ife-af firming tendencies. 1 in man 
hr-mgs arc more helpless and dependent ot birth than 
most animals: their development to maturity requires 
more time than their nearest primate cousins. This 
protracted period of development which mah^s for 
die m«nta! ability of humans to form a cultum aUn 
fosters a dflpp sense of Interdependence thnl 
[jromu!^ ihc formation and stability of community. 

rfullit rh-^t ih^ '’Right'' has gained 5: n,- suppuil of ml I liu :is through 

CTIflnt ftppftfcU di.it give a &oQac u: Ulceuiiiljj to lilbi in wes 
[nnmwin.^v iricmih^uashQoitjtv I am thoroughly convinced that 

. . . ■lviJI i.yfjturt ths imagim-iElo 1 uf people 

rnHiii, Without providings stmse ol moral w*JUfoAing, nnf nniy 
Mi-iffi i h t wetl-beliiy—indited, d moral pur puss, not only mutwiftl 
iinprovtitiuiiL. 
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>Vc are eminently social animals not because of 
instinct hut ra llior because we must cooperate with 
^ch oilier to uialurc in » healthy fashion. nui nnly 
h 0 yLirvivo ThLjj kind of r (Hip tf ration which involves 
a lorvLi period ai parenting, indeed ol touching and 
, jressii^. 11101 ket for a strung need lo associate with 
others of mu own kind The worst punishment that 
esn be inflicted nn any normal human being is 
isolation, and the must serious emotional trauma the 
individual seems to suffer is separation. The lave, 
care, ■'id, and goodwill that a grump tan furnish In 
an iudlvidua] ere? perhaps the most importsnL 
cnuLiibulion il can make to an individual's ego 
development, Denied these supportive attentions. 
t>KoiormatiruL, personal development, and 
individual it v become warped. Speaking in enolugical 
terms Ihe making of Iha - “whole 1 we call a rounded, 
urefti ivif, and richly variegated human being? racially 
dapt![ids upon community supports for which no 
amount ul scll-iitlerest and egotism Is a substitute 
Indeed, without these support** there would be no 
real sell to distort—-nnly a frag men tad, wriggling, 
frail, and pathological thing that could nnly be called 
h sEiIf tor want of another word to dfiscribo it 
The making nl t human being, in short, is * 
aullm live process, a process in which both tha 
community and the individual participate it is alan 
a prol es which, at Its best, evoke* by its own variety 
n f stimuli the wealth of abilities and traits within Llie 
Individ ok I that achieve their full de^rEte of 
df/fcrentiuliom Theextmu to which these individual 
pofentiajitics are realized, the unity of diversity they 
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achieve, ciuU die stupe they squire depenu i.-miHik 
upon die degree lu which the community itself ^ 
participatory and richly differentiated in lit slirmdi 
forms, and choices it creates that make fot persona! 
self-for illation. Denied the opportunity to participate 
in a community; whether because it is 
incomprehensibly larjac or socially exclusive, the 
individual begins to feel disempowered and 
ineffectual, with the result that his or her ega begins 
to shrivel. Divested of differentiated stimuli, 
opportunities, choices and variegated groups that 
speak to his or her proclivities, the Individual 
becomes a homogenized thing, passive, obedient, and 
privatised, which makes fora submissive personality 
Hnd a muni putable constituent. 

The i jri lie [pitta of social ecology, structured arrumo 
participation and differentiation! Ih:is reach Ijoyond 
Ihtt biolii ecuemimiunby directly into the stx ial one. 
indeed, into the nature of the ego itself and I he irnngH 
it loruih ul llie uL!n*r. An ecoluglcaJ nthiesof freedum 
thus coheres nature, society, and the individual into 
q unified whole that leaves the integrity of each 
untouched and free of a reductionist biologisui or ail 
antagonistic dualism. The social derives from the 
natural and the individual from the social each 
retaining its own integrity and specificity through a 
process of ecological derivation The great splits 
between nab.ire and society and between society and 
individuality are ihus hitalfcd. They are healed not 
by any bridge, a Iwrm I hat implies Jha existence of 
chasms that axe mussed by <i structure, hul by !he 
very process oi derivation—thel is T by the fad liiaE 
the individual j's the history of individuality as it 
emerges from society and society is the history of 
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L u . ;v js it emerges frum nature! his lory itself. So. 
■ 0i) s mind in its relationship l« burly, thought in 
rrtiaMLnisni| to physicahty the "t" in relationship to 
i Jit 1 “lit her," <■ lihuralory, nhftictive ethics in 
lelnl ionship E > ■ I he nascent freedom that emerges in 
ihi’ natural world, and humanity in relationship in 

ettture- 

(he euclogn nJ and pminwnlly ethical pnmiiplut 
advanced U: re open distinctly recon strut live 
avenues in our efforts to resolve trie crisis rrRated by 
piujlogical breakdown and a world that I'.ms under 
tJiL- shadow of thermmiuclear extinct km. These 
cvemies an; lhe overa roiling thoughts in the latter 
half id my An Appeal (or Social anil Evuhgical 
Sanity." and they netnl not be examined in detail 
beiu. One focal iwwue, however, would benefit from 
soma elueidrilkm, the centrality t gj ve to libertarian 
municipalism. 

Town, city, and neigh bur lined are the nu>s* 
ini male 1 nnviruiiineuU that exietid beyond th+i home 
«nd the e cd work For ihe young anil many 
'Vuuien, ihtrv ore often th« only ones that omsL There 
was i lime when the workplace was purl of the 
immediate community and life was liv«d, as it still 

in niatj, places oul side megaiopol tan ureas, in the 
immediate proximity of a person’* household Thu 
medieval town, like so many ancient ones, was 
intensely peopled; it was the ahtect of firm, personal 
loyalties, tiv public sphere in n emotional fis well 
a* i political sense. thf most important terrain fur 
s^ifToruiatitm beyond thw immediate family. Most 
importunity, it was thp menu m which people 
empowered themselves hi assemblies, publicly 
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controlled lejuiimjIs, and in plazas, squares, arid nth©! 
gathering place* where thuv nnuM discuss mir 
resolve public problems. 

To be J "citizen" was nui a ihgflJ ab&iracLion, a 
juridical void to b« filled try rules and regulations 
delivered by godlike powers far removed from otw r * 
personal horizon of the world. CiLiaenship connoted 
a high degree of participation, be il in face-to fact 
deE isionmaking or administrative involvement 
Politics. in effect, was the notion of community scon 
as cnmmumzmg. aclivuty interrelating in forma) 
assembles and informal ■discussions. To he political 
meant io he communal, uni to be a politician a 
creature set aside from th a comm unity to he chosen 
or "eleUtrd for the Licet, who alone could rule and 
command. These privileged attributes belong In (he 
statesman who engages in the business of "l,he 
State"' — ii special apparatus .tel aside troin !he 
community solely lo sU at its lop u ith the iull weight 
nf authority arid (ionIra! of the means of violence. 

Hy contrast, the municipality formed an a rend in 
ils own right. It emerged out of thr .-forrcil world in 
will oh people engage in Ihcti private affairs U> 
■develop into a pu f it icuF world in which they engage 
in their public affairs. Historically t ii preceded the 
state wilh its apparatus uf polfco, soldiers^ courts, 
lalls, hm-eaucracios, and I lie like. This k?nd of 
machinery appeared in ulie* as well, but usually 
when th«y entered into pmiuds of decline and paved 
the way fur the emergency of the w^ie 

It as I litdieve the municipal ty is increasingly 
becoming a liHllleground on which civic politic 
halligerGtUly onnfronts slate \m nipuJaticm, lies is Hue 
in no small roeanure to the faul that I he slate, until 
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.-□mparativcly recent Limes, na=> naver btitm mbl** in 
f u flv claim the municipality as s 1^ own. Like 
precapitalist societies which h lurked lh« emergence 
0 f capita hm Willi Ilnur Kimny grassroots traditions 
and entrenched cultural forms, ihe municipality 
opposed outright staLe control with its guilds, 
neighborhood hjhk taint ions, lima l sodnliGs, and avast 
variety of tie fwduiielksQvermnR institutions like the 
revolutionary *et;l turns of Paris :u 1793-94 and a host 
corniuurmy organizations in later periods. 
Municipal life, richly textured by family networks 
and popular organizations—many of which cut 
arms a tins 3 lines— has always been a human refuge 
from the homogenizing and dehumanizing effects of 
state bureauciacic*, This inner cultural strength has 
mode it the bulwark per excellence against the 
encroachment of the state on public life not mily 
today but also historically * 
if :he state today, owing in great part to too 
expansion nf 1h« mtirkel ffuouuulv, threatens to 
destroy this raftigu, "has means liial the municipality 
is not only fa end with the loss of its traditional 
identity, hut hUu is becoming, by the sheer pressure 
or events, the most significant terrain lor the struggle 

trar \&i lass nature of municipal movflxwr*ta is most ci&urly 
revealed in VUnn»a briaf analysis of tins oetupatianiil 

tockgrcniTiri nf mrflsifd nr d sported Conimiicards at let die Paris 
■ U| rmune nf i 7 1 It may be v>e11 to note that the Cd mm tiau? w «s 
" i:it'?rfial y regard i>d as .i 'wnikinj; class" InsprTevticn and 
riocel" f i u Vlarxist "■pml atari an dlcratDrsiilj;." Hlstortcol 
p^ledal qi. Lin up posit ion wkicri tbp natinn-.-,ei:e ennountfired 
"*m rlt cs n. ill bv found in OH.-ipteritix nf my honk I >fa?nfaaUon 
^ftiinur Ciiies. k? Iv publisjod in" un t nan hv Sierra ( :Uab Dooks. 
VtoityaL Cast^i. Thf City m:d rbe Cra^snrcni* [IlnrkoEDy: 

Lniwrsdiy of CJ.iiontia pmu; i9B3t],. pji 17 
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tfgaimd this stale. H i scoring My, th^re is nothing new 
about this uunfrcmtalion. Almost evtiry major 
revolution has involved-—m Met'd hns offer* been—a 
conflict bertwucn the local minimmity ami the 
COlUralized state. And lust ns the mantra sized state 
means the nation-state, so the local community 
means the municipality—be it the village, town, city, 
or neighborhood From the peasant wars its Germany 
luring the 1520s. through the hnglish, American. tnd 
Fmn< li revolutions, including Parisian uprisings 
from the 1790s to 1371, what we see are local 
communities pitted against centralised state 
inalitulions —a persistent conflict that has yet to 
I'uceivtt Lhe attention it Hpsftrves, The demand foi 
'loud uuninil" dues not necessarily mean the 
paracliiiilLtfiu and iusulHrity that Rvnkpri so much 
Opposition in Marx’s writing#. In 1h^ force field 
generated. by an increasingly can trill i/nd stale and 
increasingly resistant communities*, tin* cry for 
Krealor municipal autonomy utliaes demands fur a 
new political cuUufu marked b> aulonomw rtrlaiivts 
so If efficiency and more open democratic 
msliiminns 

To ^peiak Ai a more mnstniotive vein, !he 
municipality may well be iiie one arena in which 
traditional institutional forms can be reworked to 
replace the nation-state itself TIil- potential for u trui^ 
liberaiory radicalism has always been Inhcrenl in the 
miriicjpality: it forms the bedrock for direct political 
relationRhip#, fec^-tt^faca Hamocracyvand new forms 
of Htt] kgovernan r& by neighborhoods and towns. To 
Ijir sin''.!, the ii lli 11ii]i11riL l 1 y 1 s f i111nf11 1 y to piny n historic 

rote in changing society luduy depends on ihe extant 
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;G which :t can iLtkc o:f the institutions that 
ia vf t infiitrfl*Hd it: Us mayoralty structure civic: 
bureaucracy, and its own professionalized monopoly 
, i n violence, Rescued from I hose institutions, 
him ever it retains the historic materials and political 
culture thrtt can pit it against the nation-state and the 
truneurons corporate world that threatens to digest 
f-ucial life as such 

Let us not deceive Onrselves, however. in thinking 
[hat a libertarian muirn i pal alternative to thfl nation- 
slate is meaningful in tins or only u few communities, 
Frafidum is no? achievable in a lasting form on the 
margin’i or in the pockets of society. Left to 
themselves, state institutions are much ft k> powerful 
hi permit isolated towns and cities to regdiin their 
political autonomy. The creativity of municipal 
politics will ultimately be tested when villages, 
towns, and cities manage to confederata with each 
other and form radically new social networks, 
perhaps on a county level to begin with, lator on a 
regional, and ultimately on a net inn wide level 

The possibility that authoritarian forms of 
tonnlmaihin will emerge fram tree municipalities 
cannot U' discounted or legislated away by mere 
goodwill and Idealistic rhetoric. Only insnftu ns the 
coordination of municipalities is strictly 
tidministratjVe and effectuated by recallable, 
rotatable, and dearly mandated deputies of the 
people—not their "representatives"—drawn from 
tliH citizens assemblies ol Ihfdr uwn munid- 
palitifls can wu say I hat it is structured along 
libertarian lines. Policy. in luril. would hrtve to be 
the exclusive province ol the assemblies, not of 
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uleoted "legislator;*," Here, Kouasemi's famous 
remarks about +l repi quotation' are as valid today ai. 
they were I wo centuries ago: 

Sovereignty, /or the same reusoji us it makes 
i# inalienable, cannot be re presented ff lies 
essentially in the general will, one 1 will does 
not admit uf representation: it is either the 
same, ui uihfln /here is no intermediate 
possibility. The deputies of tlm people, 
therefore* are, not and caimul he its 
representative: /hey fire merely its Hrmurds. 
and can curry through no dafinitive acts. 
Every law tht p^upfo has not ratified in person 
is null and void—is in fact, no! u Saw The 
people of England regards itself ns free: hut 
if is grossly miatuJctijz: it i.s free ojlA during 
the election of iuemhers of perl lament. As 
voon as they art cfouihti, slavery overtakes it 
uitd it is nothin*/ 1 

Vi p wed philusophtc&Uy, the tree municipality 
transforms an ecological ethics from tin? realm of 
precept into the realm ol politico 1 he Greeks tried 
to Jo this in real lift- when Athens, was conceived as 
an ethical compact between its ci:izen». muL merely 
as a dwelling place. Social eulogy, w hich triea to 
plant its font in nature, begins to raise its head in tho 
municipality ih&L is truly perlkupetary and fosters 
differentiation—in short* that is truly libertarian. 
Hence the very natural proceHHOS that operate in 
animal and plant h volution along Uib symbiotic linos 
of participation mid if ffarent ration reappear ns social 
processes in human evolution, albeit with I heir own 
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distinctive traits, qualities, and gradations or pha^t^ 
development, Cloherflnrer takes thft form nnt of a 
mystical teleology that predetermines the end in [he 
beginning of a process, bill of a tendency I bat is 
unified by the shared history that snniety has as a 
l tssiiil of Its fimergHnoe from nature end individuality 
has as a resnl of its emergence from sueiety What 
would be IruJv mvsdual la the uoLiuri that sound 
history, which bus its ground in n&Uiml history, is 
so severed srom its own parentage that nail,re no 
longer nperaLus as Li has it, factor in social 
devEfl,uj>mf:nt or, for that matter, that an individual's 
biography is so autonomous that society no longer 
operates as a basic factor in personal development. 

I he munidpahty is dose al hand, existential, and 
aver-present in our lives. The nation-state Uremote, 
largely the product of ideology, and almost etnereal 
in the ord t nary person's experience■ excopt when it 
invrides his or her personal environment with its 
demands, Our niifinrmltly lands hi be a modi a event 
and uui stale capital* Emms! traps. Wben wh "Hturn 
home hum them, wt? are restored nut only to a 
persona! world which we call our "Lmnui f hut also 
a viI-age, town, neighborhood, or city that is the real 
lucrus of our lives as social and politico! beings. The 
-£5t is largely synthetic and more contrived than 
spontaneous. To reflect on these realities of our lives 
- ft to break through the fog of natLonadstobscurantism 
and recover not only our sense of place hill also our 
sir, so of politics. Ecologiesi politics, m this sense, is 
■1 politics i if dj bus Hitd cum mindly, tlie^c:*irjtjrnniLinity 
-b which people live out their sound and political 
-ves in a fully existential and ethically meaningful 
way. 
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I hat tins environment mint! recover its human 
scale, the* it must be decentralized sufficiently si 
Lliut we can understand it and pmlici|iate in it, is tot 
nhvimis to belabor That it must bn freed of those 
statist and economic constraints which inhihit its 
spontaneous differentiation into a world rich in its 
diversity of stimuli, the freedom to create, and the 
opportunity to (. h oose al i ernat ive s t hat m ah e f ret^ 1 1 n n 
nxiatenHally Ttieflningful is equallv obvious by now 
That citizenship is an ethicet compact, nth a 
commercial contract, is a historic truth to which wt 
must repair if we are to bo truly human. 

The nation-state mokes us less than human 1; 
towers over us, cajoles us, disempowers us, bdkrt us 
of our substance, humiliates us—and uflttu kills us 
in its imperial adventures. To be it citizen of ei jihIioti- 
stute is an abstraction which removes from oilr 
livHii space to a realm of myth, clothed in Ehv 
superstition uf a ‘'uniqueness " that sets us apftrU at 
j national entity, from the rest of humanity—indeed 
from cun- very species. Ir> reality, we are the nation- 
state's victims, not ila constituents— not only 
physically and psychologically, but also 
ideologically. 

Nothing reveals this more vividly than the extent 
to which the nation-state hes absorbed tha energy 
rind belief systems of domestic radical movements 
Nearly hM of them today have joined the conflict 
liHlween nation-states and. have virtually abandoned 
I heir universal 1 st claims to seek human Liberation as 
such. Today thuy are part of the Lold War and their 
efforts arc deployed in conflicts between 
"superpowers' 1 ami their junior powers in the Third 
World Socialism in great pail lias become a form of 
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. ■ ^: b o r i dl socialism in its Quest for national 
jflillations— its attempt to clothe its ideals or even 
tit them to ttihH territorial tangibility and national 
identity- The dimply humanistic internal iniiulibm, 
indeed anfiira’iujialism r thai characterized radical 
nouvcmsnte in the early decades of this century and 
u-ts voiced by revolutionary hencjhifis like Louise 
Michel and Rosa Luxemburg has been transformed 
into a crude nationalism that shrilly participates in 
imperial designs, even as it pmfesses to oppose 
imperialism as such Nance t he cynical selectivity at 
the dogmatic "Laft K : ernbsTrHHtfmeut with the Russian 
Invasion of Hungary in 1956, virtual silence about 
die Russian invasion uf Chechoslovakia in I960, near 
complicity wilh the war in Afghanistan, anti faint 
motion of “protest'* against the crushing of Polish 
Solidarity in recent years. 

The color of radicalism today is no longer red; it 
is grtrai. and should be raised aloft boldly if the 
modern crisis is to be resolved. The politics wc must 
pursue is grassroots, fertilized by the ecological, 
feminist, communitarian, ami aullwai movements 
that have patently displaced ihu traditional workers' 
rtiOVDmonts of half a century ago. The- ethics w& need 
iw predicated oil a definition of the good r not on 
calculations of ‘ lesser evils ' 1 or "benefits versus 
risks' 1 that betray us Lo the worst of evils and the 
greatest of risk* Ilia!: lie at the end of ihe math And 
the function uf our politics must nnt mily be to 
mobilise, hut also to educate, to use knowledge for 
the empowerment of people nuL tor their 
manipulation, 

If a green perspective structured around social 
■"-cnlogy End Us evolutionary vision of freedom does 
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pmerge, would it ho loo bold to say that it will brinjL. 
Further all the threads of the jHwningly fragmented 
development of the prat two decades —t 
development toward the must expansive ano 
coherent expression ol liberation we h^ve known up 
to now? Would it be reasonable tn snppust? that ! .he 
civil rights movement, the couiHtfrculturn, and the: 
Mew f.rtfl of the early and mld-SUtit^ wttrw thfi soil 
foi the growth ol feminism and gay iiutsralion in the 
latter: - hall of 1 hn dreads for environmentalism and 
later eccihigsMTi in the early seventies, for the 
persisting curiummitartan and I oculist movenwnty it 
both docades that nourished the a ntl-nuclear, peace 
and Citizen activjam nf more recent times—ead 
forming an aspect nf a common development wilh 
shared roots and expms.sivF of richer phases in Ihr 
definition and struggle for freedom v We have not 
trifld to interpret the sixties end so verities is o whole, 
as a rich continuum that ha* brought cut in ever 
groutor fullness the potentiality tnr freedom that is 
Idtrtrd in our era with all its varied and rich 
articulations. In any case, each such art imitation—be 
it feminist or peace--oriented, cuiintercitUiiral or 
eninuiimentid, communitarian or local ist—iienains 
vibrantly strui lured in the other and exists a* part 
of a whole tiiul can be regarded as u “new social 
movement/' to u,xn the language oi the sociologists, 
not merely a collection nf separate movements IhuL 
academics Inventory in their chopping lists of *'new 
a uses' or “tailed causes,' 

Much depends cm the level of c onsciousness such 
a greno movement attains. I: it confiney* itself to 
evocations of the "simple life," with d *‘bitten I rUnty" 
that ignores humanity's own unique potentialities 
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a n '‘anti-humanism" that denies what we can he 
human beings in "the larger world of life, or an anti- 
rationalism that ignores the organic nature nf 
dialectical reason because it fears the narrow analytic 
a jit] instrumental reason so prevalent today, then tire 
continuum of the past rieoades will he broken and 
this great develop men l of the lime in dll its phases 
will be ahortnd. With such simple intellectual 
equipment.it will indeed hucuniu too simplo-mi ided 
to bo credible and meaningful. In. the climate of 
cooptation and Fragmentation of ideas that makes U 
possible fur utterly contradictory ideas and values to 
exist in the minds of the same individuals as well as 
the stem; written works, a due regard for depth and 
coherence is more necessary today than it has ever 
been. It is only fair to ask of everyone theft he nr she 
derive ideas, not merely coJlact then)—that there be 
an explanation of the origins, meaning, development, 
and direction of ideas, not merely that they hy held 
together with glue and scotch tape. 

Finally, if we plan to speak about public issues to 
1 1i-h public, we wyuM do well to draw our language 
from the pulUical culture of the public - not from 
Nut;cages and Lrad[lions that ore utterly alien to that 
culture, [u America, this political ci Iture stems from 
a splendid revolutionary tradition marked by a simng 
libertarian ambience: a reverence for the rights of the 
individual over those of the state, of the locality uvbi 
centralized power, of wulonnmy over dependency, 
and of self-sufficiency over corporate control- Indeed, 
to llie extern! that AmurJeans adhere to a gospel of 
prupKriy, I heir allegiances have more to du with the 
individual independence that property confers than 
the wealth i: represents Thai reactionary mnvRinnuts 
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have coopted these allegiances is evidence not o 
their reactionary nature, bul of the inability o 
centra I istic forms of socialism, with their emphases 
on centralism and state controls, to address them in 
an authentically libertarian way. The success of 
regressive ideologies is often searing evidence of the 
Failings that burden their self-styled ''progressive’ 
cumittfrparls. 

An ideological vacuum exists in modern society, 
and its crisis still persists., It will not be foT want of 
solutions that this oondihrsn will remain, but re.ther 
for want of the willingness to see what lias changed 
in recent decades that renders traditional "buns’' 
obsolete, The answers are gestation in uur bud\ 
politic; what we lack are the obstetricians who cm. 
bring them to birth and the educators who cun bring 
them to maturity, 


September, 193& 
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<V> w*' LiLdjly beleaguered by an tx uhigicnl ohms ol 
mm i union (al proportions—a crisis I bat visibly 
rum tin ruthless exploitation and pollution of the 
planet. Wc rightly attribute the social sources or" his 
crisis to a competitive marketplace spirit 13ml reduces 
'he entire: world of life. indudniK htutiiiLiilv. In 
ue return disable objects, to mere commodities with 
price tags that are to be sold tor profit and economic 
expansion. The ideology ol this spirit is expressed 
ht the notorious marketplace maxim- ‘'Grow or 
die 1 ’—h maxim that identifies limitless growth with 
"process" end thn "mastery of nature" with 
Thu results of this tide of exploitation 
uul pollu Jun have been grim enough to yield sc-riotis 
Imnfvi>ts ul complete planetary break down, a degree 
nf devastation of soil t forests. wHlKrWiiys,, arid 
Jtrti iNphore that has no preceded m the history of 
Jur species. 

In ibis respect, oui m&rket-oriented sodely is 
ntiquo .n contrast with other societies in lliat it 
plains no limits on growth and egotism, The 
inti social principles -hat ‘rugged individualism" it; 
dis primalv motive for soe;al improvement and 
competition the engine lur suuiat progress stand 
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sharply at odds with ail past eras that valuta 
selflessness as the authentic trail of human nuhiliry 
and cooperation as the authentic evidence of social 
virtue, liuwevcr much these prized Ml tributes were 
honored in the hrrarh Our mar kelp lw h flneiaty has, 
in effect, made Lhn worst features of earhei times into 
its more honored values and exhibited a degree of 
brutality in the global wars of this cuui ury (hat makes 
the cruelties of history seem mild by com pari.son 

In mir discussions of mnflwrn ecological and social 
crises, vve tend to igntirifii more underlying mentality 
til domination that humans have used for centuries 
tu justify lhe domination of each other ami, by 
extension, of nature. 1 refer to an image of the natural 
world that sees nature iuelf as blind/' ''imilu/' 
‘cruel/' ^competitive/' and "stingy." a seemingly 
demonic "reaim of noctj-u&dy" that opposes "itiflii n 11 
striving for freedom and self avalization I lore, "nijUi" 
scemti to confront a nos die "other n«KK’‘Against which 
he mii.il oppose his own powers of toll and guile. 
1 listarv is thus presented to us a.s a Prmnnthean drama 
in which "murr 1 heroically duties and willfully 
asserts himself against a brutaliv hostile and 
unyielding rnUuml world, Progress is seen ns \ne 
extrication of hiimtmi fy from the muck uf u mind lass, 
l: n l hi liking, and brut id h do main ur what lean Paul 
Surln* so contemptuously called the ‘slime of 
history/' into the presumably clear light of rcu^m 
ftn d civilisation. 

This image of a demand &nd huslilc nature gucs 
twch i(» The Greek world and even earlier tu the 
Uilgamcsh Epic- uf Sumerian suciuly Hut il reached 
Its high point during the pasl two centuries, 
narticularly in flic Victor in Age. and persists m our 
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ipday. Irumodfry, the idea of a. "blind, 

'niatts.' "< melp 1 'cumpetitive," and "sLingy” nature 
ths twsis for the very *tmial sciences and 
tium&nHiets that profess In provide* us with a civilized 
dismal s( to nature's "bniiishugis'" and' Uiv <if cl^w 
m \ faun" Liven nx these disciplines stmsis Lhe 
unbridgeable gulf" Ltd ween nature and sot iely in 
she classical Iradili nil of a dualism between the 
physical and the n 11ru;tal. economics lil^rtilJy defines 

itself 05 iheiLudyud “scarce resources” (read; “stingy 
■latum”] ;inil “unlimited needs. ' esseiiTially nearing 
L? t: t on 11 jo interconnection helwcen nature and 
umaiiiU', 13v the same token, sociology secs itself as 
he ciiLuivsis of "man's" ascent from 'animality." r 
Sy. hnlogv. in turn, particularly in its Freudian form, 
fucuseil on the control uF humanity's unruly 
iitlerjiaJ nature" through rationality and the 
mpcriiUws imposed u u M by "civilization"—witli 
he fraud m agenda of sublimating human powers iii 
the pro'ert of cmilrolliu^ externa! nature " 

Many class ihijodes- of social rt hvii lupin cult, 
parti mi nrly Marxian social Ism, have rweu rooted in 
the belief I hat the "domination of man by man 
^merges from the need 1o “dnminate nature 
Jrasuiiidbly with the result that enct? nature is 
■subjugatud, humanity will be cleansed of the "slime 
of history" and ent^r iiUo u new era of fmaduni. 
Hmvever warped these self-definitions nf our major 
social and humanistic disciplines may bn they die 
still emb^cldHiJ in nature and humanity's 
ulationshij's with the natural world, even m- Elies 
Iry tobifurcate the two and imparl a unique autonomy 
lo culEuml development and social evolution. 

Taken as a wnoie, however, it is difficult It■ convey 



52 i THE modern exists 


Ulu euonuuijfi ann iuijI uimischief this image of nature 
has done tu our ways of think!HR, not U] speak of ihe 
ideologic I rationale it has provided fnr human 
dormitiition. More so than any single not m i in the 
history of religion and philosophy, the image nf a 
blind," ' mute/^uruel, 11 'competitive, 'and “stingy" 
nature has opened a wide, often unbridgeable < li^sm 


between the sol in wnHH and the natural world, And 
in Us more exulk wrvfications, between mind and 


body, subject am! object, reason and physicaliLy, 
technology and "raw materials," indeed, thu whole 
^mut of dualisms I hat have fragmented not only the 
world of nature and society but the human psyche 
end its biological matrix. 

TTcm Idato's view L»f the body as a more burden 
enr^iFing an ethereal soul, hi Reno Oescartos' harsh 
split between tho God-given rslmnal and the purely 
mechanistic physical, we arts the heirs of a historic 
dualism: between, firstly a miHonnceived nature as 
the opponent of even htimac endeavor, whose 
+, tki mi ration* must bo lifted from ihe shoulders of 
humanity (even if human beings Lliemsdvfts are 
reduced (o mere instruments of production to be 
ruthlessly exploited with a view toward their 
eventual liberal km], and, secondly, a dominHorinn 
humanity whoso goal is in subjugate Use natural 
world, including human nature itself. Nature:, in 
effect, emerges os an afflicthm dial must be removed 
hy the technology nr.d methods nf domination that 
excugu human domination in the name of "human 
freedom.'' 

This all-encompassing Image of an intractable 
nature that must be turned by a lutiunal humanity 
has tnveii us a Uuminspiring form at reason, fudeiuie 
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i^ technology a fragmentation uf liuicidiiitv into 
hierarchic classes, stale insli Ltliuns. and 

■thnic divisions it has fostered nationalistic hatreds 
niperiah&tic adventures, and a global philosophy of 
ru |p tfajQt identifies under with dominance and 
submission, In slowly corroding every familial, 
economic. arHheliu. ideological, and cultural tie that 
provided * sense ol place and meaning for the 
individual in a vital hitman community, this 
anti nat urn Haiti: mentality has filled the awosnme 
vacuum emoted try an utterly nihilistic and antisocial 
development with massive urban entities that .ir« 
neither dtitra nor villages, with ubiipiiUma 
bur^iiemciej, that Impersonally manipulate I he lives 
of ffteelNS^ masses of atomized human Icings, wilts 
^iant corporate enterprises that spill heynru! he 
boundmiis of the world’s richesl nations to 
conglomerate on a global scale and determine Elm 
material lifeol the most remote ham Inis on die planet, 
and finally, with highly centralized Stale institutions 
and military forces of unbridled pnwai that threaten 
not only the freedom of the individual but the 
survival of the species 

The split that denes and philosophers profccled 
ceu tiriesegd in their visinus of a soulless nature and 
a denatured sou! lias been realized in the form of n 
disannuls fragmentation of humanity and 'nature, 
indeed, in our time, of the human psyche itself. A 
direct Hue or logic of events flows almost 
U3i relentingly from a warped image of the natural 
World to the warped cnntuura of the social world, 
■hi'BHtelling to b'.ipy suuttly in d “slime of history" 
that is not of nature a making but of man’s— 
specifically t the early hierarchies from which 
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economic classy enu;rgtJti: l ha systems qj 
domination initially ut wuiitun by man, that fiavt 
voided Ir^hly rationalized Ayslttm# of uxpf citation 
bin! 13lit vast armies cf warriors,. priests, monarchy, 
untj buroancrrihs who emerged fiuin ihtt simple status 
jmjupti of tribal society to b^cmiiH the 
mslitutiimHhzpd tyrants of a market. smtiety. 

Thiil Lb is aiilkrtntic jungle of claw and tang* 1 vvt 
call the “free market' i$ an extension oi human 
competition inlo n ilure—an idi-cdogLcaJ, self-serviug 
fiction that parades under such labels da social 
Darwinism and sot licbiology— hardly requires 
emphasis any longer, lions are turned into "Kings 
of die Beasts ’ cidv by .human kings be they imperial 
monarchs or corporate sv.vw ants belong to lhe 
"lowly” in nature only by virtue of ideologic? 
spawned in teaipiesi pulaL-ti*. manors, and, in our 
own lime, by subservient apologists of the powers 
dial hfv The reality, as we shall se^ t is different, but 
,t nature conceived as hiernrducal/' not to spoak of 
the ol her “brutish 'and very bourgeois traits imputed 
to it. merely reflects a human condition in which 
doimtirtiitiH anr submission ore ends in themselves, 
which has brought |V very existence of om biosphere 
into question. 

Kar from being I he mere "object" of culture 
| technology', seif line, and reason), nature is always 
with us; as the parody of mtr self-image, as the 
cornerstone of the vltv discipline* which deny ii o 
place in our social and selMurmattun, even in the 
prul ranted infancy of our young which renders fhe 
mind mmn to mil rural develop moot and creates I hose 
extouded purnntfd and sibling ties from which an 
organized society einn^gwH 
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And nature U always with u3 as the- conscience ui 
tho :ransgrHssiuiis wt hove visited on the planet— 
£nd the terrijyiLix revenue that awaits ns for our 
violation of lk< i_ , colosical ba.ance 

Whal distinguishes social ecology U that i: negates 
ihe harsh image wc have traditionally ereal«d of the 
natural world and its evolution. And il does so not 
by dissolving the social into I he natural. like 
socinbiology. or by imparling mynlio^l properties to 
nature that plate It beyond the reaili til human 
comprehension and rational ins;“Id. Indeed, as we 
shall see, social ecology p'arns the human mind, like 
I lu inanity ilsulf, with m a na rural imutexi and explores 
\ in terms of its own natural hi.slui i, xn thut the sharp 
cleavages between thought and nature, subject and 
object, mind and body, end the undid jud natural 
are overcome, and the traditional dualisms of western 
culture are trail suendtid by an evolutionary 
rterpretation of mnsciiiuMie^s with its nch wealth 
of gradation*; ov*r iFih course or natural history. 

Social ecology "radit aides'' nature, or more 
[irueisely, hut under standing of natural phenomena, 
jy quBst inning the prevailing marketplace of 

nature frum mi ecological standpoint: nature us d 
corttitdJrilifm of communities that are riHilhHF ,I blim] 1 
nor "mule.” 1 'cruel" nor "competitive,' "stingy” uur 
‘necessitarian" but, freed of fill anthropocentric 
moral trappings, a participatory rfl*dm of interactive 
life Forms whose most outstanding attributes are 
Fee nudity, creativity, mid directiveness, marked by 
uumplementHrily that renders the natural world the 
gMiunding fur B;l ethics of freedom rather than 
do mi nation. 
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Sisrii It ora’ on ecological standpoint life-forms arc 
rtflalwd m Fir ecosystem not by the "rivalries'' ant 
"urunpfiliTlve 4 ' attributes imputed to them by 
Darwinian orthodoxy, but by the mutual istic 
attribute? emphasized by a growing mimW o( 
contemporary geologists an image piunenrwd by 
Peter Kiupiiiktn. Indeed, social ecology challenge? 
the veiy premises of fitness'* that enter into ihe 
Darwinian drama oi' evolutionary development with 
its fixation on “survival" rather than different hi ion 
and fcxiunditv, As William Trager has emphasised in 
hi$ insightful work un symbiosis 

rise ninth ri in nature between tfirjtaranl kinds 
of iirgfinisrns fins b^en pppuluWy e* pressed 
hi phrases fjhe the "struggle for ozisterTce" 
and thfi Vitnvjvejl of the /fttesf." Yef few 
people mdued that mutual cooperoliui! 
bettvecit w^iimsms ■■ symbiosis—is insr as 
important, find ihrtf the 'fittest'' may he tire 
on? fhe! helps qjiother fa survive . 1 

It is tempting !d beyond this pithy and highly 
ilJuminatmk judgement to e*;dure an ecological 
notion ofnatucjJ cjvulutimi bused on the development 
of ecosystems, uni merely individual species. This 
is a concept of eve luf inn an the dialectical 
development oi ever-variegHteil, complex, and 
increasingly fecund contexts of plant-animal 
ciommumlles as distinguished From thr traditional 
notion uf biological evolution based on the atomistic 
development of single life-forms, a chJirartRri^tically 
entrepreneur ini i nnrept of the j$oJj[ud “individual, 1 ' 
be Ii animal, phml n or hoiirgaols a creature which 
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uilt | s f,-»j and either "survived or"perishefi in 
i iiurk tpbce pl jiihglfc. As ecosystem* become mor^ 1 
■niiipltfX end :>pen a greater variety of evolulicimn 
pathway; Him to Lhfiirown richness uE diversity and 
ficrfMJfiiigK' flexible forms -if oigtmii: [i(e r il is nut 
only tin 11 Hnv:miHiiHEit '.hiil " chooses 1 what ''species" 
jin '"lit In gurvivB hut species themselves, in 
mutual i m rii complexes as wctJ as singly, Inat 
Ltitrod hub a dim element oF "choice* 1 —by no means 
"IrilerMilijettive* 1 ur “wIllFul" in the human meaning 
of (hfJM! Letms. 

I loncmi ti tdiitLv. these ensemb tes of spec les alter the 
■ nviraiutiuLit ol which they are par: and exercise ait 
iinrt‘Esingly active role in their own evolution. Life, 
in this geological conception of evolution, ceaset to 
be thr |ja8siv*j tabula rasa on which eternal forcBs 
which we loosely call 'the enviromnenl 1 ' inscribe 
the destiny of ‘a spec i or," an atomistic term that ii? 
mfl^uingle&s outside the nontext ot -m ecu system 
within which n life-form is truly definable with 
res Lie cl in oilier ipuciet, ' 

Life Is u l ; fIvo, inferaclive, precreative, relational 
nnd cojifb'jjfuuJ, Il is not a passive lump of ‘stuff, a 
■iirm ol metabolic "matter-’ that awaits the action of 
‘forces’’ external to it and is mechanically ’shaped 1 
by them. Ever striving and always producing new 
ife-furmt. there is a s@n£H in which life is self- 
diryL'Iive in its own evolutionary development, not 
passively reactive to an inorganic or organic woric 
hat . .i pjiike.s upon il from outside and ‘determines 

rifi■ Inn iti nul L^npi^is Ul: mi "jitivu' ifiivimnni'n! that 

rf«U i mriMStlie"survivorof =i passive sjims. allm-ii in aa.* , im 
jcVm i ti ^haqw- by random muliiUuii?, ii ui iuth« roitiou 

'.vhy Ibe lonr l en .-ironnunPHsui as il^fUii^jished from s«o' 
91 otogy is a very unsatisfactory expreidiu:] lltrste tldy s 
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its rif^tiny in ixnlatinn imtn the ecosystems which il 
uonalihilAR and of which ir is a pari. 

Am] this much is clear in social scolu^y; tan 
bIndies iff "fond wehs" [j ua J . quite Stiltafactury term 
tei dtttmlmig the interactivity that occurs in ar 
enusyslern i^r„ mnrfl properly, an OLulu^iuai 
community t demonstrate that the complexity of 
biotic interrelationships, their diversity antE 
in tried cy, \h v. crucial factor in assessing an 
ecosystem 1 '- stability In contrast to bioticitUy 
complex tetiqierate ^onss, relatively simple desert 
aiitlarclicHcnsy sterns are very fragile and ureak doivi 
easily with Hi a lose or numerical decline of only t 
tew ap«t i«*. The thrust oi biotic evolution over yreitl 
eras cl orgttnk. evolution has boon towai d the 
inci-tinsiujyj diversification of species anti their 
interlocking into highly complex, basically 
mutuoUslii iiaSflt ton ships, without which the 
widespread coininn uF the planet by life would 
have been inipossible. 

Unity in diversity a Luuiept rlet^ply rooted in the 
western philosophical Iruditinn) is not only the 
determinant of an ecosystem's xtabtliry* it is the 
source of an ecosystem's Fecundity, oi its 
innovativeness, oF its evolutionary potent-ul to create 
newer, still more complex life-i'onns ami hiiilic 
iuleirr«l h! icm.^hips, even in the mutt iidmxpitahlH 
areas of be pUnet. Ecologists have not sufficimitly 
stressed iIih facl Hint a multiplicity of lifo-Forms ajid 
organic ntterretetkmphipfl in a biotic community 
opens new evolutionary pathways nl development 
a gmitei vaiiely of evolutionary interactions, 
variations, and heroes of flexibility m the capacity 
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[0 evolve, and is hencrucial nut only in ihe 
--onimunity’s stability but also in its innovativeness 
j T1 fKp natural history of life, 

The ecological principle oi unity m diversity 
into a richly mediated social principle, hutiee 
,, y use ot the term soernf ecology,* Society, in turn, 
attains its " truth."' its sell-actuali satisin, in ihn fnnu 
cf rii lily articulated, mutnalislir networks of people 
bitted on community, roundedness of pecsr nudity, 
diversity of stimuli and uihvilies, h- t increasing 
wcadh of e^perienire, and d variety of tasks. la this 
Lj-adir^ of ecosystem divaraity inLo aucial diversity, 
based 01 humanly scaled, deueuLi aliped 
communities, merely anHloyic reasoning? 

My answer would he that it is mil a superficial 
i hi lugy lAil n deep-seated nonlmuity between nature 
and socialy ihtil social ecology recovers from 
Utiditmnal nature philosophy without its archaic 
drtiss of msinii: hierarchies. static absolutes, and 

*Mv iistrof the word 'sr.-rif' " caTvnnl Ira f^n phaslafirl mo etxcr.g! y, 
Wnr -s In-"I -nmflii " an ri "cultural," whllavftry vatu at la 

afi pjnii - i ini 'ii:-, ih'i nnt i-xpiir.illv pir.pninl ih# la which 

Oi r mmgi. t:f nulurv in .d by ".lie ktlil of society in wbic.b 

liw aij.i by the abiding natural Ikijus of a soulul U:"i j Tha 
k v11 uSi-.’r. \V, society out of [.Hlure ami liir unbeing iiiteFMi 'iim 
hfjlwuen thn two tpnd to be lost in words lira!. do in.I loll tiS 
ratsu^n ahotil vilal aisotiaUtn between nature and sueuHy 
isboiii j ha IrapohanM of netlDing such d^cipHney ^ 

1 r,niin'i ■ ‘, p-sy^bolo^y, anc fioc’oit^jy in natural as well ds 
terms. ttFrflnl r.f <J f.nriai acrtlcgy" la advaace a rather 
fcpGrfiriiil arrojiiu trt sc-rial iife in fairly coiive utiouii: ecological 
‘rifii i-n porik'jladv rup^nN--!. Rnftkfi like Jin:?.is o| tfis heart 
w.hirI glib > pa L ij ilte term mtv*? tr: firwipr a powertul 

^^resAin i fi » i i fyiioli-igiP ittd hmd to compic ciLsb efi oms 

tsi :!'-iipr ».t, f understanding of nhire^nrt mm.is* . interactive 
tburi opposed (loHianis 
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eyries, hi Ihe ense of social liiidngv, it is not in the 
pun jailors of differs miction (hat plant-animal 
t Eitttrmmif ies ar* ecologically unilnd with human 
jminutintipfi; rather i: is the ot diff«r«ti!intiojn 
that makes ii im^ihle to relutr the mediations u; 
nature and society inki h continuum. 

Whal makes unity in diversity in ntiluru mtirelha: 
a suggestive ecological metaphor for unity in 
diversify in society is the underlying fart of 
wholeness. By wholeness f do nol moan any finality 
at closure in a development, any “totality' that leads 
to a terminal “reconciliation'' of all "Being" hi u 
complete identic til subftfrt and object or a reality 
in which no further development is possible ui 
meaningful. Rat hue I tana is varying degrees ol the 
actuahaatlon of potentialities, Ih+' organic unfolding 
of Ihe wealth of particularities I hut are latent in the 
aa-yei-undeveloped potentiality. This potentialily 
i an he a newly planted seed, a newly born infant a 
newly formed community, u nowly emerging 
sinholy—yet, given their radically different 
spucifirity. they are all united bv a pruma-suai reality, 
a h ha red “metabolism" of development, a unified 
catt llLvms of growth us distinguished fmm mere 
'chiUiHu' Mini provides us with the must insightful 
wa\ uf uirc/erslooding them we can possibly achieve. 
Wholeness is literally the unity that finally givto 
order to the p b 1 1: i:ir 1 h id [ y of otich of thuse pheno i noiid. 
it is what has cmurytul frnm ihe process, wild 1 
it it grates the pai lic.ildiiLiHs itilu iiun if ied form, what 
tonders the unity an operable reality and a "being" 
ill 11 1 h literal sense ol the term—an nrder as the 
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(itiLualiKKil jjjuiy til ilfi divei'Htlv from he flowing and 
mcrgenl process that vi&lds da sdf-rea I Nation, lb? 
fixing; uf directiveness into q clearly contoured 
form, and the creation in a dim sense of a ' self that 
ib identifiable with respect to the ''others" with which 
i) interacts. Wholeness is the relative completion of 
a phenomenon s potentiality, the fulfillment of latent 
possibility as such, aJl its concrete manifestations 
aside, in heenme more than the malm of rnertt 
possibility and attain the "truth ’ or fulfill hi! reality 
if possibility. To think Mi is way—in twrius of 
potentiality prunes*, medial inn, and w hold ness — id 
to reach into the jurist underlying nature of things, 
just u* to know the biography of a human being and 
Ibis history ot a society is to know them in their 
authentic reality and depth. 

The natural world is no less encompassed by this 
proccssuai dialectic and developmental ecology than 
the social, although in ways that do not involve will, 
degrees of choice, values, ethical goals, and the like 
Li fa itself, as distinguished from the nonliving* 
however, emerges drum I he inorganic: latenl with alt 
the potentialities and ;uir! it:u bailies il has 
immanenlly produced frum lhe logic ul its own 
nascent forms of self-organization. Obviously, so 
duos society ns distinguished from biology, humanity 
as distinguished from animality, and individuality 
as distinguished from humanity in the generic aer.se 
of the word Hut these distinctions are not absolutes, 
They are Lie unique and closely interrelated phases 
of a shared continuum, of a process Eh at is united 
precisely by its own differentiations just as the phtn-es 
through which an embryo develops are bulb distinct 
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From md iiicurpnralud into its comp I fit e gestatlui 
and Us organic specificity. 

This continuum is not simply a philosophicAl 
construct it is on earthy anthropological fruit whirl 
lives with us daily as surely as il explains t h* j 
emergence of humanity out of mure ummttliiy. 
Individual socialization is the highly nenmW 
‘'biography’ of that development in everyday hfetmJ 
io everyone as surely as the anlhiapulogL&l 
.social ration of our species pail of Us history. 1 
refer to I he biological basis of all human social i/aiiun 
the [imlrHctpH infancy of the human child 11 till 
-finderx iU cultural development possible, in contrast 
?m [] 11 -! rn|ii(J growth of nonhuman animals, a rate ot 
growth I lint quickly lorecln-ses their ability Id form i 
cuLtUie and Juvelop sibling affinities of a lasting 
nature; the in-itiiiulual maternal drives that extern! 
feelings of CiiTD f sharing, inLirnat« mmmriAtion. and 
finally love and a sanse of responsibility for one's 
own kin into the institutional forms we t :hII "sncifdy" 
and the sexual division ol labor. aMe-nniking, ami 
kin-relationships which. however culturaJly 
conditioned and even mythic in some cases formed 
and sttW mfnrm so much of social institutional iRation 
today, These formative elements of society rest on 
biological facts am: plae^fd jn the contextual analysis 
1 have turned for, require ecolngical analysis 

In emphasising; [he iid : .urtj-societ y rmilir.uum with 
a] 1 its gradations and ^inBtlidUuns, 1 ' I do not wish U 
leave the impression that the known wh ys and fnrmr 
in which society emerged from nature aurf still 
&mhr>dips I he natural world in a shared process td 
[ru-ii ulalive growth follow a logic that is 11 inexorable" 



i What Js Soda! Ecology? l 63 


or ' preordained ,T by a teios that mystically guides 
-he hi if aiding by a supranatural and suprasocial 
process, Potentiality is not necessity; the logic of a 
process Is not a form of inexorable “law "; the truth 
af a development is what is implicit in any unfolding 
and defined by the extent to which it achieves 
stability, variety, fecundity, and, enlarges I he 4, rHnhn 
af freedom / 1 however dimly freedom is cnnnflivmd. 

No specific "Stage 1 of a process necessarily yields 
3 still later one or is "presupposed “ by si —hut certain 
obvious conditions, however varied, blurred, nr even 
idiosyncratic, form the determining ground for still 
other conditions that can he expected to emerge, 
freedom and, ultimately, a degree of subjectivity ‘hat 
make choice and will possible along rational lines 
may be desiderata I hat the natural world renders 
possible and in n 14 self 4 *-directive way plays ait unlive 
rule in achieving. But in no seissn are these desiderata 
predetermined certainties that must unfold, nor is 
any such unfold my spared Lhe very real possibility 
that it will become entirely regressive or remain 
unfulfilled and incomplete. That the potentiality for 
freedom and consciousness exists in nature and 
society; that nature and society are not merely 
"passive 11 in a development toward freedom and 
consciousness, a passivity that would mak« the very 
Qu!ion of potentiality mystical just as the notion of 
'nernss-ty" wnuld make it meaningless by definition; 
thdl natural and Racial history baa- existential 
witness lo the potentiality and processes that form 
subjectivity and bring consciousness more visibly on 
the horizon in the very natural history of mind —all 
constitute no guarantee that these latent desiderata 



*i4 THt- WOUfcHN CRISIS 


are c eriuinr rs or lend themselves in svMrjiuaiu 
elucithi'itiu and teleological explanation* in dn^ 
ij'Hcli Iimnl philosophical sense. 

Our survey nf organic and socin experience 
*th us hi interpret a devedopraenl we know 1o have 
occurred i+s ruusun to presuppose that potentLaiiiy, 
wholeness find flmded evolution are realities alter 
all. llu less ch-hE than our own existence and persona 
histories, bui presuppositions they remain. Indeed, 
iiu uu Clunk m philosophy can ever exist that is free 
oi presuppotfitums, Any more than speculation can 
exist that U frtJti of some sliTtiluS by the objective 
world. Thw only truth about "first philosophy.' trea; 
^reek tiintin onward, f* 1 hat what is "first' 1 in am 
philosophical cut lock are the presuppositions ii 
adopts, liar buckKroLinrl nf imfojTniiLat&d experience 
from which these prftsup[n wit it ms emerge, and the 
intuition of a coherence that must he validated be 
reality as wull us speculative leuaou. 

One of *he most provocative of the graded 
continuities between nature and society as I he 
no» hierarchical relationships that exist in an 
ecosyslern. mid I he extent to which they provide a 
.strouiidijm fur a nnnhierarehicul society * It U 

‘Cl flints nf 11 ipt it ■ :n a; a ubiquitous untnuil Util cannot bt- 
ignnrrtH \t\- s ill f inLhsr w irituLn^ HJih chssm between and 

socitrty i 1 . i li uni! Tjumssity" and " cultural .is , ts 

. . '.■sk&i iHy Justify tug social hiftrarndv ‘«rms >f 

:i t uul hltimrciii ;s one a: [he most persistent assaults on mi 
Lgukltiri 1:1 s^tjnJ t j lure that religion f iid finlln-.n^j!i\ uvonutit: 
uvej I Hr a^es |r tms. surfaced recent / in sme iybiylugt tmd 
reitiiorueC tht dAimaUiijisiii stance ih*ti \\ t ::t *.'«E s > it> many 
uberatoiy HpoI ngUK in the mribHam Tu :*jy Unil tuJljrt is 
precise!* the ^nmnnyatnn of n ar, fmn ruinri-' .s to rt-verv ic 
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i.loaniunless to speak of hierarchy In an ecosystem 
ti nd in the succession ol ecosystems which, in 
contrast to a monadic species-oriented development 
vjnn the true story of natural evolution. Fhere is m 
"king of the beasts ' 1 and no "lowly sarf 1J — 
presumably, the ton and the ant—in Hcuyystein 
relationships. Such terms including words likt 
"cruel namm/’ "fallen nature," "du mill Coring 
lalure." and even ‘mutualishc nature 1 ' (I prefer to 
jse '.he word “ooiTiplornnnlaiy ' 1 here*] are projections 
c \ our ownhcinial rukitiiiiiHhips itilo the natural wot Id. 
Ants art; UH mipurtanl na lions and eagles in 
ecosystem.^ in deed, tilth r recycling of organic 
materials gives them a considerable "eminence’’ in 
the rna intun urn « t>f the stability and integrity of an 
area. 

As to accounts uf “dominance-submission ' 1 
relationships between individuals such us "alpha' 
and ’'beta" maJes, utterly asymmetrical re l at ions hips 
tend, to be grouped under words like "hierarchy that 
arc more analogic, often mare metaphoric than real 
It becomes absurd. I think, to say dial tlits 
'‘dominance" of a "queen bee/' whn in mi way kuuvvs 
lliaE she h a "queen ' 1 and whose sole function in u 
bt+uhive is reproduce ;vh, is in any way equal able with 
an "alpha" male babomi, whoso "status’ rends to 
suffer grace diminution when the bdbuOtt troop 
moves hum the plains to the forest. By the same 
token, it is absurd to equate ''patriarchal harems" 
among rod door with “matriarchal" elephant herds, 

Sari re’s "dime i>t history" notion nf the lujlurui w rlc' iW nrr 
11 i Ly separates sac let v tram ridiura b-.iL mJud huiri 1 iod> a ul 
Subjectivity t jotti objectivity 
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which simply expot bulls when they reach puberty 
and in no tense "dominate" them. On« nould go 
through <t whole range of asymmetrical relationships 
to show that, even among our cIdkksI primate 
relatives, which include thft utterly "'pacific' 1 
cu a ug uteris as \v :j ll as the seemingly ‘aggressive" 
i liimpflnirews- words like "dominantre" and 
"submission* umuo very different relationships 
depending upon l he species one singles ouL and Ihe 
circumstances under which I hoy live. 

1 tanuut emphasize too strongly that iiiviaj-L;liy ii. 
society is an iitsMfnttormJ phenomenon, not h 
biological ime. It is * product of organized, carefully 
crafted power relal mn ships. not a product of the 
"morality of the gene. 1 * to use H. U, Wilson’s 
particularlv obtuse jihi'Hso m his SocJobio/ogy, Only 
institutions, formed by long periods of human history 
and sustained bv wnl I-organized bureaucracies and 
military forces, could hnv(j placed absolute rule in 
the hands of mental defects like Nicholas ll of Russia 
rind Louis XVI of France, We can find nothing even 
mmottelv comparable to such instint IiDualized 
systems of command and obedience in nlhsr species, 
much less in ecosystems, I", verges on the rthsnrd to 
draw fual-snd- loose comparisons between l he 
"division id tehur 1 ^mother ar.thropoccEUric phrase 

when placed in din ecological context j hi a beehive 
whose mtiirfuiiiliEJii iMKpmdndngbess. nol rncikiu> 
honey for breakfast tables. and human society, willi 
it x highly contrived Slate forms and organized 
bumminracieS- 

WLrI renders social ecology so important in 
. t'jm|jui i m c; i ‘fos ys terrts to societies isthdl it decisively 
challenges die verv f.inchor uf hicran liy us a wav 
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r ordering reality, of dealing with differentiation and 
variation—with "otherness" as such, Social ecology 
ruptures the association of order with hierarchy. It 
pr*se£ the question of whether we can experience the 
„ther ’ not hierarchically on a "scale of one it) ten" 
vvith a continual emphasis on J inferior" and 
11 superior/' but ecologically, as variety that enhances 
tbr unity of phenomena, enriches wholeness, and 
more closely resembles it food-web than a pyramid. 
That hierarchy exists today ay an even more 
hind amenta] problem than social classes, Thai 
domination exists today hu an oven mare 
fundamental problem than economic exploitation, 
can be attested to by every ocmscimjs feminist, wim 
can justly claim that long before man began to exploit 
man Through the formal ion of aociui classes, he began 
rn dominate woman in patriarchal and hierarchical 
relationships. 

We would du well to remember that the abolition 
of oIr.ssrs, exploitation, and even the State is no 
guaranltw whatever that people will, cease to be 
ranked hierarchically and dominated according to 
age, gander, race, physical qualities, ami of tan quite 
frivolous and irratiDnal categories, unless liberation 
focuses as much on hierarchy and domination as it 
does on classes and exploitation. This is the point 
where socialism. In my view, must extend itself into 
a broader libertarian tradition ihdl reaches baci intu 
the tribal nr hand-type communities ancestral to what 
we so smugly cud "civilization/' a tradition, indeed 
an abiding human impulse, that has surged In the 
surface of society in every revolutionary period, cud} 
to be brutally contained by those purely societal 
farms called ‘'hierarchies " 
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^tmuil ecology raises oil of liitiaa issues in a 
fundom^nlfilly new light, and ^tabjiah^is entire]) 
new ways of rphnlving them. 1 have tried In ?how 
■.hat nature if always present in the human t (inriition 
and in the very ideological construct, on* that deny 
i:s presence hi si mi Hal relationships. The notion oi 
dominating nature literally defines nil our soda! 
disciplines, including socialism nnd psychoanalysis 
li is the apologia pur excrlienee for the domlnatiun 
nf human by human* Until that apologia is removed 
from nilr sensibilities in tin* rm ring of the young, tint 
first step in social^ a Li on as .such, and replaced by 
an Analogical sensibility thel *eers "otherness” in 
tetms iiUoniplerioniciity rather Loan rivalry, wc will 
never mihiftvft human emancipation Nature lives in 
iii mi In genet! call) as different .ayArs nf experience 
wiiicli annlytic rationalism often from usi 

Ln the sensitivity of our culls, shy remarkable 
autonomy of nur yrgatt systems, our so-called layered 
brain winch experiences the yvuild in dilferei't ways 
and attests to differHnt worlds, which analytic mason, 
left to Its own imperial iScic claims tench to close to 
113—indeed. in the nnfurol history of the iifijrvuus 
system and mind, which bypasses the chasm between 
mind and body, or subier i ivUy and objectivity, vviLL 
an organic continuum in which body grades into 
mind and objectivity iuLu auhjerbvjty I lereln lies 
die, mns: compelling refutation *A the traditional 
dualism in religion, philosophy. mid sen nihility that 
gave idsuilngitial credence tu the myth of a 
"dorahniEinj / 1 nature, borne by the su'Turing arid 
brutalization of a dominated humanity. 

Moreover, this natural history of the nervous 
system and mind if j cuiimlm ivn one noi merely a 
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successive one -a history whoso past lies in our 
p very Jay pres wit. ll is not for nothing that one ot 
America's graialuM plnsiologisls, Waiter 13 Cannon, 
til 1 w.\ his grem nurk on homeostasis The Wisdom vf 
the Uotfyc Rummip through our entire experiential 
ipparatnsi aud organizing experience :r>r u.+ are not 
july Jih categories of Kant’s first Critique and Hegel's 
Lpgfo, but also the natural history af fieii&ibifity as it 
exists in u& hormonally, from oui undifferentiated 
n^rve networks to IhR hemi splits res Qi our brains. We 
metabolize with nature in production in such a way 
that the materials with which wc work and the took 
■ive use to work cm them enter reciprocally into the 
technological imaging Eon we form and the social 
matrix in whtrh our technologies CNist. Nor can we 
ever penult oiirstdvtty lu forget, all our overriding 
ideologies of Hass, economic interest, and the Iiki: 
notwithstanding, Lhul we socialize with each nllinr 
not only at pmd Liners and properly owners. hut a I mo 
ts children and p^jents. young and old. temale and 
male, with nut bodies as well as our minds, and 
deenrriing in graded and varied impulses that die as 
drrhain as they ore fairly recent in the natural 
evolution of sensibility. 

Hence, to become conscious of thin vh at ensemble 
of natural history as it enters into mu very beings, to 
sec its place in I he graded development of our social 
history, to recognize llrnl we must develop now 
sensibilities, ranhnnlugtes. institutions, and forms uf 
experiencing dial g.MC j expression In "his wealth of 
oui irme. development and the complexity ot our 
biosocial apparatus is logo along with a deeper grain 
of evolution and dialectic than is afforded to us by 
the “epistemnlogiiiHl" and “linguist ir: " turns of rut :t=n! 
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philosophy * Chi (his jiiKi as l would argue thy 
science is the lib lory of science, net merely its lutes 
“slagd/ and technology is the hislory of technology, 
not merely its latent d^si^ns, so rtteson is :he histon 
of reason, not nitjrdy 3La prastml analytic ant 
communicative dimuusiuiis, Sutiial history include- 
natural history as a graded di;ileciit: that is united 
not only in a continuum by a shared logic of 
differentiation ortd complemcnitrify; ii includes 
natural history in the socialisation pi-ULtiws itself, ir 
ihtj natural as welt js the social iiblury uf experience, 
in the imperatives nl € h&nnoiliied rdathmship 
between humaniry and nature Uuti prusuppEttf? new 
pcolechnolo^es and ecocommunities and in (tu 
desiderata opened by e dcccntruhaed nociety latsflf 
on the values of complementarity and cu ei tunuilly. 

The ideas I have advanced su far take their point 
of departure from a radically different image of nature 
than the prevailing west cm one, in which 

'Uui disastrously one-aldec arid rational I ;sfni p 'i-ivlli-/.ii[ ie» i" ltd? 
boxed tills wealth ot lunar davrtlupnrifmt nnrl complex! I y uwuy 
relegitins It to prsinriiwiml ifHWvtyt: ih.i: Usually hcjw fl our 
evolution u? to j ceolurv <.i Fin n a swisory vitTV.point 

wa Hvr jitrrphioH. nrttod. sr.Mrvvd uumpoicd to hunt*** 

ard fiv>il rti ljualor:*. wl.nsjujpuoly t j vX]jn r:i net Ity, ovan 
in a Lmgeiy cultural itJOBE. b; iur a veMhidow s Dili uwn. Trip 
Jwontivth LDiitLiiit ulojiii Lt:a:s witness 10 Hfl appalling rlnlllrngaf 
our "sixth senses'* ns well dS to our InJk q-phIiviiv nr il f i 

trtiat'vtiy. We hav* m-Vci experienced vj Utile it 1 Kindly, 
bras hi y. io trivially, ui th.nly. so Tietirnlifolly. Fora ctmipurisuu 
of it* world of we hiU^ Jon' ;i upward Hvlnr 

sillej, rt ad f li oxifdleiv pfifdl nl fu * uuub of sm-nUed 
Btishmoti. -3J San p*fi]n*i, [hpltun Fnrn^l py^riuti aud tLi-wjrh.it 

of Paul Shepard nn l 1: ■ st i ih. i*'S tunl ! muUrrs— no! simply 
r^M fjrrlfl rd thenr litavw ivi. hni of thuu qai a tei uul ujiiei;. 
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philosophical dualism, ru-nnomiuK, sociology, 
ij^yuhology- and even cm* tsIiHm have thair roots. As 
a social ecologist, 1 hrb nature us essentially creative, 
directive. mutual is tic, fecund, and marked hy 
cninpleTnentarily, not 'mute. ‘blind.* "cruel 
“stirgv, ' or' necessitarian/' This shift in locus from 
a marketplace ti> mi ecological image of nature obliges 
me to challenge the time-honored notion that the 
dominaliun uf tinman by human is necessary in order 
-c ''Humiliate nature/ 1 In emphasizing how 
ueaTiinglt3Ji.il this rationale foi hierarchy anil 
domination is. I conclude with considHrahiu 
historical justification, which our own pra amply 
illuminates with its deployment of technology 
[■ riismLily fur purposes of social control—that die 
idea of dominating nature Stems from human 
domination, initially in hierarchies forms h.s 
ten inists so (dear \ understand and Inter in class 
and statist forms. 

Auuurdiagly, my ecological image of nwiure leads 
rue to drastically redefine my r:cintLupliun of 
economics, sociology, psychology, mid even 
socialism, which, Ironically, advance a shared 
dualistiu gospel of radical separation ofsuuicdy tram 
nature even us they rest or u militant imperative to 
“subdue" nature, he it aa "scarce resources,the 
realm of "animality/' “internal nature/' or '‘external 
nature ” I lenre, I nave tried to re-vision history nnt 
only as an account of power over human beings that 
by far outweighs any attempt to gain power over 
things, hut also as power ramified into centralized 
states anil urban environments, a technology, 
science, and rationality of social control, and a 
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messu^ of “liberation" that conceals the mos 
awesome fnotil Lti'tJt: uf domination* notably, the 
Lidditiana! socialist orLliuduxiea uf Lhn IhkI ountury. 

At the juncture where nature is conceived either 
as a ruthless, competitive marketplace ora creative,, 
fecund biotic community, two radically divergent 
pathways of thought and sensibility emerge:, 
following contrasting directions and conceptions o 
the human, future. One ends In a totalitarian and 
antinaluralistlc terminus for society: centralized, 
statist t technocratic, corporate, and sweeping) y 
repressive, the other ends in a libertarian and 
ecological beginning for society: decentralized, 
stateless, artistic, collective, and 5 weeping] y 
emancipatory. These are tie I tendentious words. It is 
by no means certain that western humanity, currently 
swept up in a counterrevolution of authoritarian 
values and adaptive impulses, would regard a 
libertarian vision as his a pejorative than a totalitarian 
one. Whether or not my own words ssem fundanlimis 
list: full logic nf my view should he seen: the view 
we hide! of the malura! world profound] y shapes the* 
image wi; develop of the social worlds, even as we 
assert tiie '‘supremacy" and “autonomy” of cult tire 
over nature. 

In what sense doc5 social ecology view nature as 
.1 grounding for an ethics ol freedom - ? If the story of 
natural evolution is nor understandable in Locke's 
atomistic account of a particular species^ evolution, 
if thst story is basically an account nf ecosystem 
evolution toward ever more complex n id flexible 

evolutionary pathways, then natural history ilseli 
cannot be seen simply as ^necessitarian/’ u governed” 
by "inexorable laws" and imperatives, livery 
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organism is in some sense “willful/ insofar as M seeks 
Lq preserve itself, to maintain its identity, to resist a 
kind of biological entropy that threatens its integrity 
;J nd complexity, However dimly, every organism 
transforms the essential attributes of self- 
maintenance that earn it toe stains nf a distinct form 
of life into a capacity to choose allRmatives that favor 
its survival 3nd well-being—mot merely In react to 
stimuli as a purely physico-chemical ensemble, 

Tiiis dim, germinal freedom a heighttmed by the 
cto wing wealth nf emlogical complexity that 
confronts evolving life in ayiiLlntJiiiLiiy with, 
evolving Hnnsystema, The elahoraElnn of possibilities 
hat cornea with the elaboration of diversity and tho 
growing mu ti iturie of alternatives confronting species 
development opens newer and more fecund 
pathways for organic development. Life is not passive 
in the lace of these possibilities for its evolution Et 
drives toward them actively in a shar&d pioce&s of 
mutual stimulation between organisms and their 
environment [including the living and non-living 
environment they create) as surely as il h (so actively 
creates and colonize,s the niches ih&L cradle a vest 
diversity of life-ftinns in our richly elaborated 
biusphRrH. This image of active, indeed striving. life 
requires no Hegelian "Spirit" or Heraltlitean Logos 
to explain it. Activity and striving are presupposed 
in our very definition of metabolism. In fact, 
metabolic activity is coextensive with the notion u\ 
activity as such find impart an identity i indeed, a 
rudimentary “self/’ tu every organism. Diversity and 
cumpifixity, indeed, the nolion of evolution as a 
diversifying history, superadd the dimension of 
variegated alternatives and pathways to the simple 
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FtiJ nf choice—and. with n hoi rut the riirli 
Ind uf /retfcJum. Fur freedom iyi ita mnHt germinal 
form, is also a function nf diversity and complexity, 
oi cl "realm of necessity 1 ’ that is diminished by a 
growing and expanding multitude of alternatives, of 
a widening, horizon of evolutionary possibilities, 
which life Ln its ever richer forms both creates and 
in its own way "pursues,” until consciousness. the 
gif- of nature as well as society to humanity, renders 
this pursuit willful, self-reflexive, and consciously 
creative* 

Hr re, in this ecological concept of natural 
evolution, lies a hidden message nf freedom based 
on the “inwRrdriRfiH nf life,” to use Hnns fonafTs 
excel lent expression a ml the ever greater 
diversification peon ju«d bv uaUinil evolution. 
Ecology is united with society in new terms that 
:cvcal mcoj tension in natural history, jus l tt^, \1aix*s 
simplistic image cf the "savage" who “wrestles with 
nature" reveals a moral tension in social liistorv. 

We must beware oi being prejudiced by our own 
fear of prejudice, Grganismic philosophies can surely 
yield totalifariau, hierarchical, and eco-fascistic 
j'Hsultfi* Wo have good reason tn he concerned aver 
su-called nul. urn phihi.snphiK.x that give us the notion 
of Slot utieJ Baden and “diaiiPLlicai materialism,' 
which provide the ideolopiLiil justification for the 
horrors of Nazism and Stalinism, We have good 
reason to be concerned over a mysticism that yields 
social quietism at b^st and the aggressive activism of 
reborn Christianity and certain Asian gurus at worst 
We have even better reason to he concerned over the 
eoD-fascipm of Garrett Hardin's ‘'lifeboat elhic T ' with 
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its iph a s m n i :h n :h rt s□ un e* Qnd lho so ■ ca i Ied 

irayedv of the romiuttlui, ail ethic which semtass 
t^nodddl I henries of imperialism and a globe I 
dbregenl for himmu misery. So, 6oo n socinhiolngv, 
which tn[ita all the Savage features of "oivi livid Iion 
jij our gene lie constitution Social emlngy ulfeis the 
coordinates fot an entirely different path why in 
exploring uur relationship to ’hi natural ivusId—one 
that at capts neither genetic and sn«jrisli<_ theories 
of "natural necessity 1 ' at one esdrmne, nor a romantic 
and mystical zealotry r hgt rprhictia thu rich variety of 
reality and evolution to h cosmic ’‘urifcjie&s'' and 
energetics at the Other extreme For in built lki*OS. it 
is not only our vision of the world and the unity of 
nature and society that suffers, but liiu "natural 
history' of freedom und IIim basis for an objective 
ethics of liberation as well. 

We cannot avoid Ihe use ul conventional reason, 
present-day modes of science, and modern 
technology They, ion, havti tlauii place in the future 
humanily hi id humanity's metabolism with the 
natural world, Bui w«j can establish new cuntexls in 
which I best* moiled of rationality, science, and 
1 n» biKilogy have their proper place—an ecu logical 
contest that doe i 3 not deny other, morn quadlutive 
modes of knowing and producing which are 
portiU potpry and emancipatory. We ran also foster 
a sensibility toward i si harness that, in c 

nonlijciarchlciaf sticiRty f is based on 
complementarity rather llutu rivalry, and new 
communities that, scaled to human dimension*. are 
tailored to the flmsysU?au in which they are located 
and opim new, 11 norm trailed self-managml public 
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realm for new forms oi selfhood as well as di ectly 
democratic forms of soda) management 

November 12, 1964 



Market Economy or 
Moral Economy? 

Sooner or later, every movement for basic social 
change musi come to grips with the way people 
produce the material means of life—their food, 
shelter, and dolhing*—and the way these means of 
life are distributed. To be discreetly reticent about 
the material sphere of human existence, to loftily 
dismiss this sphere as "materialistic," Is to he grossly 
insensitive to the preconditions for life itself. 
Everything we eat: to sustain our animal metabolism, 
every dwelling or garment we use to shelter us from 
the inclemencies of nature, are normally provided 
by individuals like ourselves who must work to 
provision us, as we, one hopes, are obliged to 
provision them. 

Although economists have blanketed this vast 
activity with amoral, often pretentiously 1 ‘scientific” 
categories, preinduslrial humanity always saw 
production and distribution in profoundly moral 
terms. The cry for “economic justice 1 * is as old as the 
axis La nee of economic exploitation. Only In recent 
times has this cry lost its high standing in our notion 
of ethics, or, more precisely, been subordinated to a 
trivial place by a supraecoiuomic emphasis an 
"‘spirituality" as distinguished from "materiality." 
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Accor d rngly, it is yasy to forgive l Jib great German 
thinker Theodor Adorno for acidly observing a 
generation af*o: 'There is tenderness only in the 
coarsest demand: that no one shall go hungry 
anymore .'' 1 

Overstated a a this image of tenderness may seem, 
it Ls a much-deserved slap m the faces of tlu>*e 
privileged strata whose "chubby hrsaliabtiiLy" for the 
good things of life is matched only by their "'chubby 
insatiability" fox the contrived problems of their 
shrivelled and bored egos- It is time—indeed, 
necessary—to restore the moral dimension of what 
we so coldly denote as “the economy ,' 1 and more to 
the point, to ask what a truly moral economy is. 

The difficulty in tying economics le morality stems 
from tlie nature of economic life as we know It today. 
Not that any economy can ever really be “amoral" as 
the economists or practitioners of “economic 
science" would have us believe, nor f for that matter. 
Can ways of work and technology ever be regarded 
as "amoral.”* 

"Marx, like Etevid Ricardo, pi&yvd a major role in di vesting 
uuoiiumic theory of its muznl content and surrounding' it with a 
scientistic ambience' ev v eo while he denounced Capitalism fer its 
brutality and egotism, Maras Capital is riddled with mixod 
messages that impute the all-presiding, seemingly “jraaf' role lo 
oq mi valence in the capaluliat Economy, particularly in the 
exchange of laber power for wages. while exhibiting a genuiiy? 
revulsion for an economic syatem that reduces every human 
relationship to. a cash nexus, Marx's scorn for demands Lke 
"sco now? to Justice/' particularly a “just wage," seems to be almost 
unknown. to most Marxists these days, a scorn which would be 
laudable were it not the product of his (jwa scientistic image of 
economics os the study of “the natural laws of capitalist produc¬ 
tion" 2 For further discussion of the linture of justice, see Chapter 
V of The Ecology of Freedom (Palo Aito; Cheshire Books; 1932 J. 
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The fact is that our present market economy la 
grossly Immoral«Even In denying that economics can 
be regarded as an authentically moral domain in 
which people always make decisions about who shall 
da what, wh&t shell be distributed to whom, and how 
"scarce resources" shall be weighed against 
“unlimited needs," the economists have literally 
"demoralized" us and turned us into moral cretins. 
Price formation,, to take only one example, is no! 
merely an impersonal “amoral" computation of 
supply versus demand* It is an insidious 
manipulation of both supply and demand— an 
immoral manipulation of human needs as pert of an 
immoral pursuit of gain. In speaking of a “market 
economy" as distinguished from a "moral economy," 
it would not be false to speak of an “immoral 
economy" as distinguishedfroma"moraJ economy/ 1 
But this distinction is hard to see, not only because 
sconoraiua, with its panoply of scientistic 
pretensions, has muddled the entire issue of 
economics and morality* It is also hard to eee because 
we tend to assume that the economic status quo Is a 
given, a. "natural state of affairs," that is assumed to 
be part of a fictitious “human nature/* So deeply 
rooted is the market economy in our minds that its 
grubby language has replaced our most hallowed 
moral and spiritual expressions, We now “invest” in 
our children, marriages, and personal relationships, 
a term that is equated with words like “Love" and 
“care/' We live in a world u£ "trade-offs” and we ask 
for the “bottom line 1 ' of any emotional "transaction," 
We use the terminology of contracts rather than that 
of loyalties and spiritual affinities, This kind of 
business babble, garnished with electronic terms like 
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"input," “output," and “feedback/’ could easily fill 
a diet tonary for our times and those which, lie ahead. 

Life, in effect,has acquired those descriptive traits 
that earlier generations once assigned to strictly 
market interactions—interactions whose influence 
on their conduct was marginal, however invasive it 
became in periods of economic difficulty. The 
“dignity of labor” denoted the subordinate role of 
work to the higher moral concerns of the worker's 
sense of seif-esteem, however much this dignity was 
violated by the harshness of toil ami the commandmg 
presence of economic hierarchies, “Aspect* 1 was a 
criterion for transactions of any kind, and Sgurad no 
less in the claims of the workplace. militant than it 
did in those of the Mafia “Godfather/' In many 
countries on the road to industrialization, workers 
waged strikes to defend their self-esteem and express 
their moral solidarity, not only to gain material and 
social benefits 

Today, we have virtually lost this sense of moral 
direction because our social map has been completely 
taken over by the market. Our economic coordinates 
deny us any of the means for comparing ethical 
images of the past wfth the gray "amnrality" of the 
present, As recently as the 1930s, people could 
contrast the “dog-eat-dog" attributes of the market 
place with the solidarity of a village-type 
neighborhood world and its rich supports in the 
extended family, whose older members formed living 
recollections of a more caring premdustrial society. 
Immediately outside the dense, poisoned cities of the 
world, the countryside was a visible presence, with 
traditional agrarian lifeways that were hallowed by 
the agea. However much not? may choose to criticise 
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this archaic refuge from the factory* office, and 
commercial emporium for its parochialism end 
patn&rchialism (a criticism, I can say from personal 
experience,, lhat has been greatly overstated), the fact 
remains that ft provided a deeply human and 
personal refuge—one that was fecund with a limitless 
capacity for renewal and vitality * 

Perhaps equally important, it provided "industrial 
man” with a sense of contrast and tension between 
a moral world where values of virtue and the good 
life guided economic standards, and a marketplace 
world where values of gain and egotism guided moral 
standards. This sense of contrast and tension was 
carried inwardly by workers into shop and home, 
union and family, factory and neighborhood, dty and 
town. Even when the market economy seemed to be 
(he local center of life during the working day* a sense 
of an elder* more congenial, and moral world to 
which one could later repair existed in the peripheral 
visiuu of the ordinary worker. Tho space to be a 
human being with spontaneous human concerns 
clashed with the space which forced the individual 
to be a class balng, a creature of the market economy 
and its highly rationalized industrial core. 

Ironically, In the vision of millions, the Great 
Depression of the l S3 Oa moved the market economy 
from its primary status In the previous decade to a 
secondary one, Despite the prevalence of a naive 
commitment to progress and belief In tho power of 
technology to remove all the Ills of society, the 
generation of the early thirties moved in grail 
numbers from the city to the country a ida, tightened 
Its family bonds to meet economic adversity, 
intensified its sense of local solidarity and, with it, 
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neighborhood and town support systems. In short, it 
recovered moral commit men is between people, 
despite the great dislocations that occurred among 
farmers In tho Dust Bowl and the torrential incrca.se 
in urban strays who filled the railroad box cars of 
the middle and tar West. 

As a result of this parallel movement into and out 
of the centers of industry and commerce, the 
impersonal world of frenzied speculation and paper 
riches so exuberantly celebrated during the boom 
years of the 1920s suffered a major lo&s of prestige, 
as the revival of populist and socialist movements 
so clearly revealed. The stock market collapse in 1929 
ended a popular reverence not only lor corporate 
wealth, but also for the market system itself, Barter, 
mutual aid, the verities of an agrarian America, self- 
reliance, and independence, together with 
regionalism and cultural identity, haunted the land 
for years and even invaded its artistic canons, as 
witness the pointings of Grant Wood, the WPA 
muralists and photographers, and the resurgence of 
research into local lore and traditions, 

Today, this decade-long lapse of the market 
economy's prestige has simply been forgotten. From 
the 1950s onward, the market economy has not only 
im penalized every aspect of conventional lifej it has 
also dissolved the memory of the alternative life ways 
that precede it. We are all anonymous buyers and 
sellers these days, even of the miseries that afflict us. 
We not only buy end eel] our labor power In all its 
subtle forms, we buy and sell our neuroses, anomie, 
loneliness, spiritual emptiness, integrity, lack of self- 
worth, and emotions, such as they are* to gurus. 
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specialists in mental and physical M w 0 ll-fa 0 k^g I f, 
psychoanalysts, clerics in all garbs, and ultimately 
te the annLes of corporate and governmental 
bureaucrats who have finally become the authentic 
smews of what we euphemistically call '“society," 
We buy and sell the outward trappings of personality: 
the sheen-like leather jackets that make humble 
bookkeepers look like dashing pimps and the high- 
heeled boots that make bored secretaries look like 
dangerously seductive whores, Clothing, face paint, 
well-blown coiffures, baubles, a vast array of insignia 
and tokens all combine in the urban cesspools of the 
world to make us seem more "interesting'’ and less 
depersonalized then we really are. 

Convention submerges in a quick dip only to 
re s urface as sty 1 Ized ind icsyncrac Las, damning b adge s 
oi "individuation" that subtly affirm its loss. The 
snapped cap of.the traditional worker, even the high 
hat of the cartoon bourgeois, once topped faces that 
were etched with character, experience, inner 
strength, and individuality, Today the doll-like heads 
of our ' bohemian 1 ’ middle classes, these relics of a 
vibrant past seem like grotesque caricatures. Today 
the market economy has shown its power to reach 
the most inward recesses ol personality by making 
its acolytes into Look-alikes even as they grasp for 
the idiosyncratic in dress end the low culture of the 
mass media, Indeed, whatever is culturally exciting 
and fills our concert halls and theaters to the burs ling 
point is the recycled product of generations now dead 
or dying—often recycled with e technical proficiency 
and sUckusss that bleeds it of all character and 
aarthmess, 

Our liberalism toward every moral excess seems 
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more like indifference than tolerance. Anomic, 
spiritless, and unfeeling, we have become the very 
free-floating commodities we so eagerly produce and 
devour. Society, in turn, flattened anti colorless, has 
become the very' market economy we once confined 
to the personally remote world of ’'business. 1 ' The 
immorality of our credo of ^morality” stems from a 
sense of indifference that is evil because it has no 
criteria for the good and the virtuous. Its philosophy 
consist# of the endless prattle of small talk end its 
ideals are embodied in its garishly cluttered shopping 
malls, which have become its most imperious and 
sacred temples. 

The market economy is blessed with a grand secret 
from which Lt draws its power to shape the totality 
of social life: the power of anonymity. Sellers do not 
know buyers and buyers do not know sellers. What 
sellers dump on the market—all self-serving myths 
of "salesmanship' 1 aside—are their comtnadiUos, not 
themselves. A buyer who purchases a dross 
ultimately confronts an object, s dress—not its 
producer, a person. Admittedly, there ate producers 
who fit a buyer for a garment and "sales” personnel 
who oil the purchase along. But the fitter or tailor is 
a marketplace archaism who actually belongs to a 
bygone era, or serves a highly affluent elite, The 
"salesperson" is at best a catalyst for making 
purchasable dreams mure palatable. He or she is 
virtualiy nonexistent in the great shopping malls, 
where the principal encounter between buyer and 
seller occurs on a checkout Line at a cash register, 
not in the more intimate world where the purveyor 
of merchandise tries to persuade a potential buyer 
into a purchase. No. the market economy is structured 
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around buyer and object, or producer and retail 
establishment, not between person and person. 

The anonymity of the exchange process today has 
formidable consequences, mare far-reaching than we 
normally suspect, We are struck first by its 
suffocating impersonality, A machine called the 
market takes over vital functions that rightly should 
be performed by the lnlarcaur.se between people. 
Although electronic and print madia continually 
barrage us with images and voices that seem like 
human beings, we rarely encounter real Flesh-and- 
blood people in the modem market Often, no way 
exists to leisurely discuss the worthiness of a product 
with the producer who, it would seem, can beat judge 
its qualities and utility. Salespersons, few aa they 
are, are notoriously ignorant about the commodities 
they purvey and can be easily outwitted by any 
knowledgeable buyer. Moreover, they are generally 
outrageously indifferent and excessively rehearsed. 
They can be —in some places have already been— 
replaced by a recording. In the impersonality of the 
market, no interchange between buyer and seller 

exists that can lend Itself to ethical guidance. 

■ 

In all past eras, the worthiness of a product was 
morally integrated with the worthiness of Its seller 
and producer. The value that a buyer placed on a 
commodity, inctod, on any exchangeable entity, 
constituted an ethical gauge of the mars! integrity of 
the individual froin whom it was acquired. To 
denigrate this object, to return It with disparaging 
remarks about its quality, was to impugn the seller's 
probity and self-esteem—not simply as e "g 001 ^ 
producer, but as a person with ethical standards. The 
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craftspersun, in this sense, was as ‘"good" as the 
"goods'* ho or she crafted; the seller, as "good” as the 
' goods” he or she sold, I use the word '■good'' not 
instrumentaiiy, in terms of technical proficiency—a 
word that today, quite characteristically! usually 
means precisely that—but ethically, in terms of 
human '‘goodness ' 1 and morel probity. “Good will" 
meant honesty, integrity, reliability, responsibility, 
and a high sense of public service, rather than staying 
power in the marketplace jungle, fiscal soundness* 
and the contrived myth of 'superiority ' 1 Inculcated 
in the public mind by advertising. One did not buy 
a “utwie" that repeatedly appeared on television 
screens, neon signs, and biUboards; one “bought 1 * the 
moral certainty of a good personal reputation, an 
artist’s sense of commitment to aesthetic excellence, 
the cherished oretd or virtue, that the Greeks imputed 
to an individual's vocation as u moial calling, and 
the deeply felt responsibility of a good worker to a 
product that constituted m extension of hi# or her 
human powers. “Goods” and “goodness”—u 
commonality of terms that is not accidental— carried 
the ethical imprimatur of social responsibility, not 
the instrumental slickness of technical finesse and 
hard-sell. 

The actual act of selling, in turn, had Its own 
etiquette and personal ambience. Buyer and seller 
encountered each other with talk about the affairs of 
the day, personal inquiries and assurances, opinions 
on a host of public issues, and finally, a mutual 
interest In the product, with knowledgeable remarks 
about ite components* artwork* and merits. A price 
w us a moral bond, not e more exchange of “goods” 
for money. The signature of the producer or seller 
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appeared on the product at> well as the bill of sale, 
People used terms like “just prices,” not simply 
"bargains,” Between buyer and seller was an ethical 
tie that signified their reliance, indeed their 
dependence, on each other for the needful end gwxl 
things of life, A high sense of mutuality, based on 
trust and a shared recognition of faith in a nexus-of 
complementarity for sustaining survival itself, 
permeated the entire exchange process, 

We should not consign such relationships to 
distant ages like the medieval world. However 
vestigial in form, they existed as recently as the 1930s, 
when production, despite its increasingly mass 
character, was commonly tested in the deeply 
persona! arena of smell neighborhood retail shops; 
in the fitting rooms of garment makers; in cobbler, 
uigur-making, and bakery shops; end in hit endless 
array of service establishments where work was done 
under the eyes of the customer and even under the 
eyes of passing crowds. 

Today, the anonymity and depersonalization of the 
market has almost completely divested the exchange 
process of this moral dimension, Sven in so-called 
alternative enterprises like organic farms*craft shops, 
and food cooperatives, the ethical inspiration which 
presumably gave rise to them has been gravely 
diluted and threatens to fade away, Tq the degree 
that these establishments become “established,” they 
become mure entrepreneurial than moral. This is 
especially true when moral inspiration is confused 
with malarial need. An organic farm that Is meant 
merely to satisfy a “need* for “good food” rather than 
food that is cultivated from a sense .of ^goodness" 
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and ecological concern—like a "‘food cooperative" 
that is meant to provide "good food" at cheap prices— 
is guided more by need than by ethics* That is to say, 
it is meant to satisfy a concern that is pragmatic rather 
than moral 

ironically, none of these concerns can ever 
supplant tha shopping mail. No organic farm can 
compete successfully with agribusiness* and no food 
cooperative can successfully outbid, much less 
Dutsupply, a supermarket. The most these 
"alternative" enterprises can do is to coexist 
precariously with tha giants that tower over them, as 
mere marginalia that appeal on strictly material 
grounds to society's fringes, not society at Large, 

Worse, as practical projects that aim for 
,l efficiency/' "high returns," expanded operations, a 
more 11 successful" marketing strategy, they begin to 
objectify their consumers as much as they do the 
produce they sell They become merely another 
impersonal business enterprise whose "goods'’ are as 
lacking in ‘‘goodness 1 ’ as those of their larger rivals* 
Dwarfed by the giants who smirk at their existence 
and claims, they become food pharmacies for 
dispensing unpolluted "organic" products instead of 
pills—the drugs for coping with a social disease, not 
for preventing or curing it. In short* they become os 
inorganic* depersonalized, computerized, end 
cynical as the larger enterprises on whose turf they 
nibble—dumping grounds for organic foods to meet 
the therapeutic needs of an increasingly anonymous 
and inorganic public* The moral aspects of 
distributing or growing food and other produce are 
blotted out by considerations of "efficiency" and 
"success"—the two attributes of capitalistic 
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enterprise that lend themselves to a concern for 
economic quantity at the expense of ethical quality. 

To put the issue bluntly: an organic carrot, a 
homespun garment* a crafted plank of wood, or a 
hand-worked Leather boot is merely a ‘‘thing" that 
people confront as impersonally in a food cooperative 
or a craft shop as they do In a shopping mall if it 
does not carry a morn! message that changes it as 
an exotic creature of an immoral economy. The 
"thing" itself will never give voice to amoral message 
merely by its quality, ecological pedigree* and 
useful ness. As wholesome, nourishing, attractive* 
and free of the pollutants that infect gur bodies and 
tastes as it may be, it does not become a "good 11 in a 
moral sense for those reasons alone. Moral 
"goodness" can come only from the way in which 
people interact between themselves, and the sense 
of ethical purpose they give to their productive 
activities, tt is through the way “goods 1 ' are 
exchanged or, to state the case more radically, the 
way exchange is used to appropriately distribute 
them such that "buyer" and "seller" cease to be 
polarized against each other and are joined in an 
economic community, united by a fraternal qt sororai 
relationship based on a.sense of mutual identification 
and personal complementarity. Care, responsibility, 
and obligation become the authentic "price tag 1 ’ of 
the moral economy, as distinguished from the 
interest, cost, and profitability that enter into the 
"price tag" of the market economy. 

Care, responsibility, and obligation, we are told, 
are "ideological” concepts which have no place in a 
scientistic notion of economics. This criticism points 
to the very heart of the issues raised by a moral 
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economy. Amoral economy—a participator system 
of distribution based on ethical concerns—is meant 
to dissolve the immorality that the modern mind 
identifies with economics as such. Its goal is to 
dissolve the antagonism between ’'buyer" and 
"seller/' to show that in practice both "buyer'' and 
"seller" form a community based bn 4 rich sense of 
mutuality, not on the opposition of “scarce 
resources'’ to “unlimited needs/ 1 The object 
exchanged is secondary to the ethical values that are 
explicitly shared by the participants of a moral 
economy. For "buyer" and "seller" to care for each 
other's wall-being, for them to feel deeply responsible 
to each other* and far them to be cemented by a deep 
sense of obligation for their mutual welfare is to 
replace a strictly economic nexus with an ethical 
ono—that is, to turn economics Into culture rather 
than to visualize it as the (t cbculation 13 of things. 
Where distribution becomes a feint of 
complementarity, it ceases in fact to be economic in 
the usual meaning of the word and the terms "buyer" 
and "seller" betoma meaningless. 

Material needs begin to express one of many ways 
in which claims for things become claims for moral 
integrity * The “buyer's” expectations begin to expand 
beyond mere needs to H belie! in the “sailors” ability 
to exhibit the highest moral probity in providing the 
materia! means of life. The" sober/' in him, advances 
his or her goods, and “goodness"—an ethical 
conviction that the means of life serve to satisfy not 
only material needs, hut also spiritual ones that foster 
trust, community, and solidarity. The rivalry and 
seeming independence that pervades the market 
economy is replaced by reciprocity and 
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interdependence in which distribution with its moral 
etiquette—like primitive rituals—affirms a sense of 
unity and shared, destiny between its participants. 
The Inequalities conferred by differences in strength, 
health, age, and skill cease to be the damning stigmas 
of a specious “equality” that permits each individual 
to drift on his or her own in a deadening and 
emotionally blunted pursuit nf advantage. To the 
contrary, they spawn a sense of complemtratfiTity and 
a commitment to compensation that yields the great 
radical maxim: From oach according to his or her 
abilities, to each according to his or her needs. 

These images of a moral economy and its ethical 
preconditions are not abstractions. They imply 
concrete institutions and specific forms of behavior* 
Institutionally, they presuppose a new form of 
productive community, as distinguished from a my re 
marketplace where each buyer and seller fends for 
himself or herself—a community in which actual 
producers are networked and interlocked somewhat 
like the old medieval guilds in a responsible support 
system. In this support system, the producers—be 
they organic farmers, carpenters, leather workers, 
jewelers, weavers* dothiers, builders, craftspeople 
and shop workers of all kinds, indeed, professionals 
such as physicians, chiropractors, nurses, attorneys, 
teachers, and the like—explicitly agree to exchange 
their products and services on terms that are not 
merely “equitable 1 ' or “fair" but supportive of each 
Qther, Like ail real commuoMee, they form a family 
that provides for the welfare of its participants as a 
collective responsibility, not simply a personal 
responsibility. For example, medical people assume 
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a moral duty to care for the health needs of 
craftspeople, who in turn assume the task of 
provisioning the community's physicians, nurses, 
dieticians, etc. This sense of morel 
complementarity—this social "ecosystem, 15 so to 
speak—encompasses all members of the productive 
community. Price, resources, personal interests, and 
costs pky no role iu o moral economy, Services and 
provisions are available as needed, with no 
“accoanting 3 ' of what is given and taken. 

"Need,” in turn, is moralized in the very profound 
sense of a shared concern of the giver as well as the 
receiver, ior it beconiea important for the producer 
of a “guud” to see to it that the consumer suffers no 
privation or want for lack of his or hex product, 
indeed, that the "good" is the "best" that can be given 
to whoever is needful. To go "beyond good end evil/ 5 
if I may use the title of Nietzsche's provocative work, 
Is to seek excellence for its own sake and f above all, 
for the community 1 g sake rather than remain trapped 
In amorality or moral relativism. 

"Need" turns from mere want of a "good’' into a 
way of identifying producer and consumer in a caring 
social bond that *s guided not by interest, 
profitability, and cost, with all their quantitative 
trappings, but by that ineffable qualitative and 
disinterested sense of mutual welfare such as we 
expect in parental and sibling relationships. It is no 
longer the yearning of one individual fur a "good/" 
but a collective funding of desire with the shared 
expectation that fulfillment is a communal 
desideratum, just as a lover experiences the joy of 
the beloved in the very fact that a desire is satisfied. 
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Inasmuch as virtually every consumer is In some 
sense a. producer, the fictive opposition between 
consumption and production, with Us connotation 
of the ‘Innocent consumer” who must be protected 
from the “predatory producer,” is eliminated* 

That the inf inn, elderly, or very young do not seem 
to belong to such a productive community in the 
techuical sense is perhaps all the more reason to 
indude them fully in its benefits, if only to test 
continually the moral intentions of such a 
community—that is, to confront it with an ongoing 
challenge of its own mural probity and 
disinterestedness. And yet even the elderly and the 
infirm, 1 suspect, will want to find a function for 
themselves in a mural economy, be it simply 
custodial, clerical, or instructive* depending on their 
training and background in the more active periods 
of their lives, The point is that a moral economy 
exists for moral reasons, not simply For reasons of 
survival or gain. The good life, materially supported 
by “goods 11 that are the messengers of “goodness," is 
an end in itself; a source of new selfhood and new 
ways of life; an ongoing education in forms of 
association, virtue, and decency; a countervailing 
force to the socially, morally, and psychologically 
corrosive marketplace and ils unbridled egotism. 
Such a moral economy has no historical precedents 
on which to model itself—and, in a very real sense, 
can only be created by practice and experience, rather 
than precept and past example. But its architects can 
draw some inspiration from many so-called primitive 
communities in which usufruct* not ownership, 
guided people in the availability of tools 
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and resources.* Possibi^ too* they can learn from 
tho democratic guild forms of organization that 
existed in early medieval townships and from certain 
cooperative or quasi-religions forms of productive 
association like the Huitarite and Tolstoyan 
communes. But these forms of aasocia lions are hints, 
often defective when taken by themselves and useful 
whan selectively pieced together f of what must 
ultimately be a broader concept of a moral economy 
for society as a whole. A moral economy, structurally 
speaking, may for a long Lime be a marginal example 
of what the human community aa a whole should 
one day become. But so much that now exists in the 
center of human affairs formerly developed on their 
margins that we should not despair that a moral 
Economy can only be peripheral to society today. 

Even more fundamental than structure is the 
problem of behavior. A moral economy, based on 
shared concern rather than private interest, is no 
betlyr than the sensibilities it fosters. If our concept 
of a material ‘ good* 1 comes from a waning sense of 
moral “goodness,” the recovery of the tie between 
the material and the moral, between “good" and 
4 ‘goodness,” recasts our very notion of tm economy 
in a radically new light. Et places upon a moral 
economy the crucial function of developing *m 
economic community into an arena for ethical 

*The notion cl usufruct, the freedom. of individuals to 
flppmpTiatd mfloumfKi marety haraiKe th«y wan! tn usa rham at 
a time when the “owner" has no awxl oi tham, is too tom pie* 
tc discuss hero. For a more thorough and historical examination 
of th^pronciple.seoThe Ecology ojFreedom) (Pato Alto:Cheshire 
Books, 1932). especially pp, SO, 51. 
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education, as wall as e moral system, of production 

and distribution.* 

Like tbe Athenian puiis of some two thousand years 
ago, a moral economy must become a school for 
creating a new kind of citizenship: economic 
citizenship as well as political, productive 
citizenship as well as participatory, a place for 
learning a respect for "things” us products of a fecund 
nature as well as a center for dedicated work, and 
the embodiment of a spiritualized physicality as w ell 
as a productive domain for creating objects for 
personal consumption. The "curriculum” for such a 
school involves a “rospiritizatLon” of the work 
process, the "raw materials’ 1 this process shapes, the 
moral context in which people work together, and 
the purposes for which they work—this, aside from 
the more obvious issues of familial, communal, or 
distinctly pedagogical institutions and politically 
libertarian forms of self-governance through which 

"This function has often been sadly overlooked by many food 
cooperatives which. Jar a time, wen administered by the 
1 'cooperated' who did the buying as well as the "staff" 1 which 
organized tho distribution of food. That the need for "efficiency " 
and the competitive stance in which many such cooperatives 
were placed with large commercial food emporia ultimately 
provided some justification for a lightening up" of their 
operations goes without &ayhi& What is troubling, however* is 
that the mentality which (he seemingly more concerned 
adminblrsfors rA the caDpuratives usiiibfted often differed vary 
little from that which we would evpect to find tn the manager 
of a supermarket, ‘TSHctetiqy" Wfte-uei merely placed before 
morality and the educative functions of a food cooperative; the 
latter simply dropped out of eight completely, ee though a food 
cooperative was a cheaper depot for victuals rather than a 
cooperative in any sense of the term. 



96 t THE MODERN CRISIS 


people axe educated. Hence, the economic arena 
becomes a “school"—as it has always been, more lor 
the worse than for the better—forming the moral 
character of the individual as well as providing major 
guidelines for his or her behavior, 

ThU economic image of moral self-development is 
inseparable from the tools and machines that give it 
reality, Ecotechnologies. such as small-scale solar 
and wind-power devices, ecological agriculture, 
aquaculture l techniques, energy-conserving shelters 
and devices, in short, that entire panoply of so-called 
appropriate technologies (a term I find difficult to 
accept because the w ord “appropriate"—for what?— 
is too morally ambiguous) should be seen more in 
terms of their ethical Function than their operational 
efficiency, That we uniat bring Lhe sun, wind, land, 
flora, fauna, and the building materials of our shelters 
into our lives in a new, ecologically oriented way if 
we are to develop an authentic respect for the natural 
world, its fecundity, and our dependence on it should 
be obvious. There is more to e cotechnology than ils 
efficiency and renewability: our metabolism with 
nature will either be mutually interdependent such 
that our vision of ourselves will place us firmly 
within the natural world-—rial "aboveit"—or we will 
become ils most destructive parasites. 

Fundamental to that sense of interdependence is 
a re-visioning of nature as a moral basis for a new 
ecological ethics, This moral basis, so suspect to the 
modern scientistic mind, forms the stuff of social 
ecology and requires separate discussion. Here it 
suffices to point out that we will either re-vision 
nature as a domain of fecundity and development or, 
in the marketplace mentality, conceive of it as a rank 
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jungle to be savagely exploited os we exploit each 
other to the buyer-sol lei relationship. A market 
economy and a moral economy thus stand 
emmterposed to each other on many different levels: 
in their images of nature* technology, education, 
work, the production and distribution of the means 
of Ufa, community, end "goods” as commodities or 
the embodiment of "goodness* 1 * 

Above atl, they stand coumterposed to each other 
in the way men and women envision themselves and 
the ideals they advance for human intercourse— 
indeed, whether these ideals advance no further than 
mere survival, with all Its narrow technocratic and 
economists implications, or rise to the level of life, 
with its broad ecological and ethical implications. 
On this score, a market economy and a moral 
economy raise fundamentally-opposed notions of 
humanity's self-realisation and sense oF purpose, 
concepts which define the vary meaning of material 
premises on which our development eventually 
depends* 


July* 1963 




An Appeal for Social 
and Ecological Sanity 

l 

hV<s may well be approaching a crucial juncture in 
uur development that confronts us with a historic 
. Jniict;: whediei we will fellow an alternative path 
tlixii yields a liumane, rational, and ecological wav 
! l life, or a palh which will yield the degradation of 
: j.lj' nhhmhs, if not its outright extinct inn. 

If this seniiis like a reckless overaldltuiitniL the cry 
■jf an aging alarmisl who has borne witness Eu more 
Ilian half a century nl growing kc olngiml and social 
:r eh-rk, 1st us try to assess tine kind anti scope ul the 
problems ihal ;iuvc arisen ovor the pad fow decade* 
and the Hangers they pose for nearly till complex JiTe- 
hirms i including our own, dial heve evolved ttvei 
neons. 

Certainly the pnsNible outcome of t world 
t.hemi<mLn Ikhi war, even with existing weapons, has 
not been exdggerufed by the grimmest of our social 
■uid scientific farced lers, Biologically, the human 
□ei iiga who survived such a conflict wou id have good 
reason to envy the dead, firestorms, radioactive 
fallout, hundreds of millions of decaying bodies the 
barren landscape, evaporated or condensed lakes, I he 
debris of cities and towns, the hopelessly ill and 
disastrously wounded—I lenvts uli! the griinmeftt o! 
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all prcoiUJun^ a unclear winter" which will blanl tei 
the earth with dust and debris that will shut out Mu 
sunlight necessary tot lifu on 1 hi j planet all T taken 
together, give us reason Lu wonder whelhei ihc 
grossly degraded ecology id tbw earth would he 
capable of supporting mammals liki-j ou run funs in thr 
y nara that would 1 i e ahead. 

What concerns us in the event of such ft biocidal 
holocaust is not the future of the accursed 
"civil isset ion 1 "—with its bloodless gospel g| 
teclmm;rm:v. egotism, competition, mass cull Lire, 
mtuiipultiEorv ntf long 1 ism, and. above all. warrior 
men la l it y of domination and hierarchy—that will 
have prude end such a terrifying conflict. What 
concerns n£ is Him future cf ail remaining complex 
life-forms us such For ih^gmen world of life which 
still surrounds us will be replaced by the blackened 
world ul an incinerftlMd biuspharri—il* atmosphere 
filled witi l the stimuli of rhe dead, its soil and water 
polluted by deadly rad ionu elides, its complex food 
webs completely shredded with thair Integrity 
subverted by disease-healing uj^am*rmv and the wild 
popu la Lion-ex plosions of install iiifesiatmns, Such a 
world, all btmib and blast effects asidfc, would never 
be one that could sustain the complex plant and 
animal life terms we know today. 

Is such 3 we rid wide thcrmoiiLiuU-ttr war still 
"tmlhinkahlfl"? While a nuclear conflict between I he 
United Slates and Russia may not be mevitahl^ lhp 
fluctuation in lensicms between Ibu two 
"superpowers' nates it impossible to answer this 
question with reassuring certainty. Elements have 
entered into the "Gold War" that do not depend 
exclusively upon economic end political issues 
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^.^rruomeTit with exotic wgaimna from tseutron 
uT nb5 tu "Star Wars" laser bRhunt has ceased to be 
i rncftt cjuantltattvis factor by which to measure the 
uS e of military "deterronue' a strati?#} lor a 
■'balance of terror, 1 ' or. {:ut simply t a " peace" 
structured around terror, E\u linger flu wn have n 
■ dialogue’' 'jhtwoqh the superpowers ihat centers od 
" anus reductions"; rather, wo hear "uomcems" fui 
ririns equity/' a lorm su loose that it provides im 
limit to cifius expansion. And when American 
rearsuamonl goats alont? soar to Fistruiioirdca, levels, 
mich goals Lecoms h maior factor in fostering the 
mcdo, now widely held Ihat th« ‘balance of terror' f 
will ha advanced by war. rather than the earlier credo 
hat war can be prevented by tht> "balance of tmor." 
•'Jiven I Ins derangement in our formulas for "terror '' 
us an instrument of lurcign policy, each side in an 
oncoming thermonuclear war is 'obliged to decide 
when l; will strike I he "first blow "—not if il will do 
n —last the mililHi'y technology of 'Is opponent 
fiHfimue too ascendent to avoid "military defeat 

Wai. in efffirl. iuucosmgly becomes a decision that 
\s guided by tREdn 10logical considerate jus. not only 
social, economic or imperial ones. U become*: h 
matter of"‘survival" ralhitr than a mailer of "victory/' 
fteaniutmenl, especially with nlghtniarishly exiilk 
weapons, lends nol to bring toes togjother at the peace 
tablec Il brings them closer tog^h^r at potential 
battlefronts in a spirit ol mutual fear .md paranoia 
nol mutual power -hsl balances each against the 
other. 

It is the anemic meaning uf ±0 vary word "balance" 
that exacerbates this spirit of mutual fear mid 
paranoia. Consider Low "Cold War" rhetoric from 
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American ieaders is answered m kind by [he Jt 
Russian counterparts. Talk of "limited nuclear whis" 
has been answered by heightened talk of "imporitdisr 
aggjoasifjn/' Each party to this insane babble mus] 
make good ils fears to justify its threats, to fester and 
fTfrihte episodes ‘hat validate ils maims—hence 
prophecy lends to hflr.nnif! self-fulfilling. Following 
mj 11 h i s ] og i c nf 1 L t error,' A. m e r i on n I ea H e?c hi a m e t he 
Russians for Central American insurgency while 
Russian leaders blame Amerkens fur Poland's 
Solidarity movurrumL In hot h cases, these 
ini| jiiKaLinns t. k. r■. easily liHMimH excuses for widening 
rnrtf]iris either in Latin Amerii :s or Eastern Europe— 
conflicts r hs1 rpfletrr the rival imperialist srhemosof 
Ihe Iwo superpowers rnlber than Itm genuine 
aspirations of oppressed peoples in El Salvador and 
Poland, I,ilruralto:i struggles thus lent! lo become 
absorbed into culii war maneuvers and their 
authenlioily—feurnri by both superpowers— 
■ianrifinerl In the strategic nts ds iif hhics no either 
side of tLib Iruu Ciu laiin The uted for Liberation and 
antiwar movements to free then is elved from any 
dsaut iatiun with either one of these t old war blocs 
becomes a massive effort in mi sing consciousness, a 
problem that is exacerbated by the fact that these 
movements are fighting in mountains and jungles 
with weapons in hand, lienee, the tragedy of Cuba 
in the late fifties, of Vietnam in the sixties, and of 
Nicaragua and El Salvador in the eighties—initially, 
independent movemputs thal were shrewdly turned 
into gristmills for cold war pnlihca by the CIA snd 
iIs whim House Htlrkriistratm:-,. May this riot Im; tlu- 
fule of Eastern European movements Fur freedom ir 
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ihffii fespDn.se tu KGL> pe nsec, u Lions and Kremlin 
propaganda 

To worsen matters, within each camp—West or 
tlj£t—tlmre are always factions ihdi lake every 
threatening claim seriously, if only far opportunistic 
u'Mscms uf domeslic supremacy These claim! serve 
tc enhance the -lower ul soli sty led "hawks' over 
selF-siylod "doves ,’ 1 each of whom rewords 
Glmiscwitz’s old maxim to read llitU foreign policy 
is merely j means for determining domestic policy, 
I {time control often begins to depninj upon the 
rhetoric—and. u hi mutely-, theaaLiun—that is applied 
Jo world control 

( riven the altonerl meaning i,iF I he word "bahmcc" 
■ Liiii Ihc use of foreign policy as aii lustrum mil ot 
domestic policy, M.u new qualitative factor th/tt lias 
altered into (he arms race renders all tall, about 
"purity” id a "balance of lerrar 11 incrjwniuglv 
rn« an ingle ss. Thu very "stole" that was once u*ed to 
achieve such h "hEdimeoof tarmr" tends Jo he rep laced 
by a foreign policy based on military action—as 
witness American intervention in Vietnam and 
Russian intervention in Afghanistan. Uhaltengo and 
response Imlween the t wo world powers ( ms around 
attempts hi untie! pa tu- when and whurn cue power 
will ovary tup the bound* that were mttjtj defined hv 
the “sjjde.” Hence, any "first strike" risks the 
possibility of besoming; a preemptive strike, a 
1 hartiuglily neumda "defensive act" to parry an 
anticipated " offensive act," 

Put bluntly the 'Yiegotiators' at various "peace 
talks" cease to function as "iliplumats." just as Ado It 
Hitter offend to practice “diplomacy"’ -I Munich in 
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1938—uit event that was merely a prelude to wm 
Present day diplomats have heemnn brutish apemcii 
for whom the outbreak of war serve* mernlv In gauge 
the fortitude of thcii opponents—their willingness 
or capacity to respond. Formulas like ''[muted 
nuclear ivar"' -Heal with biocide,is mere " f only a*’ (bat 
exist militarily outside the grim possibilities of a 
worldwide catastrophe. Thermonuclear and 
biological warfare thus threaten tc become the means 
ol achieving a M compromise." rather than 
“urnpromise" being a means for avoiding such 
devastating forms of warfare 

A gmoridfll strategy is. in effect trivialized into a 
mere Uolival furay A sophistication of military 
Ltfch mi logy been torn a factor in initiating anticipatory 
milUarv tuitions thai traditionally were explicable 
only in lerirth: of historic economic, geo political. and 
imperial InloruHts, The decision to make war can be 
Ut?term.net! as much by the rhetoric of a belligerent 
diplomacy, with its rouls in domestic factional 
conflicts, as by serious pldEis for ronqn&st The 
historic, motives tltut once made fur wrii jiwfi ^re 
being replaced by llippant ones—a downgrading of 
t he horrors of modern war. an uxcestiwu tJXHggeralion 
of military engineering innovations, a purely 
ideological “buttIn of words" that can easily become 
a genuine batl : fl of machines- and people. Cinematic 
satires- like-? 11r, Slrvjngelovfi cease to be more parodies 
of a world Ihul ran live nr Mir aiioording to "he whims 
of a milihiry (-ummtmdRr. They hernme deadly 
ealities that uil- mure purluntuus ril future events 
than fears that war will be- the result of tin “m t blent' 7 
or "nuclear proliferation,” Our world rulers i nut tlitii 
lowly subordinates, have trivialized the arms race u 
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such an extent that they can no longer he regarded 
hs Ihn aobor custodians of the weapons they ho vet 
tvokttd uve; the past forty years, 

ri 

This historic degradation of international 
relationships is paralleled by a hi&frmt; degradation 
of Hcolcr^ical relationships. 

The aUd rain that has already whulk or partially 
destroyed half of Germany's forests, and the 
[ umbering ot vast rain forests at the rate of Lin 
esiiiimted five million tiees daily, hih compelling 
symbols uf the ecological devastation that beleaguers 
our enlirr environment We are no longer talking 
about thrt dangers posed by out chemically polluted 
air. water, food, furnishings, workplaces, mid 
cuimmmilieq. Ncr arc we talking ahout the dangers 
posed In nuclear power plants said rain, and the 
debihlHtiug e [Tecta oi lifeway s that Hecotripanj' a 
sedentary, congested, stressful, and highly urbanized 
world for which oar evolution as u spur ies has in no 
way equipped us. What really concerns um is our 
destiny d life form and the future of the biosphere 
itself 

Tne [inhibit; deaths of vasl forests* including the 
tropical vhti toicsts ihet girdle the frmrtli, speak to 
erases that threaten the integrity of our entire 
ecological fabric. The 19S0s opened with climatic 
change* that arc as startling and portentous as the 
: Hiises that may he producing them. An increasingly 
dttnfcK mist of tnrr03t.il droplets seems to bu hanging 
tiver liiO Arctic regions whith, in the view of many 
scientists, appears to he warming this geographic 
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cradle of our worlds cdi malic aytdtsiii. Taken toguthei 
with the widespread deforestation that 15 still uudnr 
wav, wh appear to be subverting the very ecolygiLwl 
iMiies l: f our seasons, temperature ranges, and the 
delicate therm static systems that factor in every 

pod of our weather. Increased solar flares and 
volcanic activity may provide us with handy excuses 
for explaining the climatic changes that occurred 
early in this decade in the United St at fm, but they 
obscure the loag-raiige seasonal alterations tiial seam 
to be affecting the basic biogeoch arnica I cvoIhs uf nur 
planet. Major irregularities in tempertlure. 
precipitation, periods of aridity or excessive rainfall, 
and corresponding reatdinns by plant and animal life 
seem to portend serious cl I mat it crises within aspen 
□J a decade that mo L ;l forecasters a guiieratioii ago 
had put off for cent lines if present pollution rates 
were to continue * 

Industrially and iHchnnlnginally, we are moving at 
an ever-accelerating puce luward a yawning chasm 
with 01 r eyes ncimjileltdy blindfolded, from the 
IMhfifi onward, vvu have placed ecological burdens 
upon cm plan Hi that have no precedent in human 
history, Our impact on our environment has been 
nothing loss than appalling.. The problems raised by 
add rain alone .ire striking tramples til iIil 

Eer example, nv casay ' Eouiugy aittl Re^olciirnan. 
Thoujintr" a work wrtlten ii lUfM. lirfc nipijnMd in My book 
Prwi-Rcandly /Anarchism [Montreal Black Kusc Boukt; 
whirh projertail aaflny of those pmbiems Into the Cur- distant 
futiiTh. This esbdV, which seemed au eslruvaguiil twi» decades 
agn becaiue rtf ii* hypothetical projtic’tlurui. laiJd now bo 
iHfiarrtod ax an LmdmtatemEnl ai ecological disluLitjonx l\m 
ciurrenllv con Eraut us. 
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innumerable prublems that appear everywhere on 
unr planet The concrete-like nl«y levers. impervious 
to si must any kind of pi ho! growth, replacing 
dynamic soils that unct* supported lush rain forests 
remain stark witness U n mussne erosion of sfji 1 in 
.■ill regionsnnrth and south of our equatorial holt.The 
equator—a cradle not only of our weather like the 
ice cups but a highly complex network of anirrwJ and 
plant life is being denuded to a point where vast 
areas of the region look like a barren mounsrape. Wc 
tm longer "cut" nur forests that E’ulnbrdtcd 
"renewable resource ' for fuel, timber, and paper. Wc 
sweep them up liki* dust with a rapidity and 
efficiency ' that n-tjulerc any c.aims to restorative 
action mere media-hype. 

Our entire planet is thus becoming simplified, not 
only polluted. Ms soil is Lumiufi into sand. JU stately 
forests are rapidly being replaced by tangled weeds 
and scrub, that is, whure vegetation in any complex 
form can be sustained at nik Its wildlife ebbs and 
flows on the edge uf extinction, dependsnl largely 
on whether one ui two nations -nr guve rumen tel 
administrations—agree that certain sen aud land 
mammals, bird species. or for that matter, 
magnificent trees arc "worth" rescuing as lucrative 
item 1 ! mi corporate balance sheets. 

With tradi such loss, humanity, too, loses a portion 
nf ith own character slrm luxe: its scn&itivily Inward 
life as such, including human lifa, and iIs rich wealth 
of sensibility, if wo cpn learr. In ignore the destiny 
of whales «nd condors indeed, lurn their fate inlfi 
chic cli«:1u#s—wo can learn to ignore the destiny ul 
Lambodiaus in Asia, Salvatluiana t:\ Central America, 
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ctncL finally. I he human beings who people our own 
communities. If we reach this (tag me of desuaduLinii, 
we will then become so spiritually denuded that we 
will be capable of ignoring the terrors of 
thermonuclear war. Like the biotic ecosystems we 
have simplified with our lumbering and slaughtering 
technologies, we will have simplified the psychic 
fluisyjrtems that give Hach of us our personal 
uniqueness, We will have rendered our internal 
milieu as hrimogmweri and lifeless as our external 
milieu—and s biocidal war wil. merely externalise 
the deep sleep Ihwt will lutve already claimed quj 
wpiritual rind morel integrity. The process of 
hi mollification, even mure significantly than 
pollution, threatens in destroy the restorative powers 
of nature and humanity—-their common ability to 
efface the forces of destruction and reclaim the planet 
for life and. fecundity A humanity disempowered of 
its capacity to change h misbegotten " civilization," 
ultimately divested of its power to resist, reflects e 
natural world di^empowered 0 f its capacity to 
reproduce a green and living world, 

Technology and science, which stak&d out such 
sweeping claims to emancipate humanity from the 
ages-old burdens of ignorance, superstition, and Lhc 
resistsTii’p of a “stingy M naEuro. have now been turned 
again fit humanity it well-—creating new myths of 
"[mjgvKSw, control, expediency, and ulfieiancy, 
Theio liesvv myths tlneeicn to bind nur sptic.ieij to w 
ever-ddiker late Lhau the ojih from which it was 
presumably rescued. Our iimdinnl Hint chemical 
armamentarium, perhaps t no inn si c elnb rated of oui 
technical and scientific achieve munis, rescues us 
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from microbial diseases only to deliver U£ as a result 
of its industrial applications, to sO'Called 
dftfteneratlva diseases like cancer The laboratories 

wnich i>ave oiir lives in ehdrlhnori wrh their 14 miracle 
drugs' dispose of us ir> mid-vidiillhotnl willi iheii 
mrc:nogt'ii>, ft is at though ugeneration that hut: been 
so sna ufthfdllv pulled from the womb lu suffer the 
hitler travails of life in a highly rationalized and 
eTTinlinii&Lly demanding world must quickly he 
dnmod the wisdom of age and the fruits of repose by 
premature death from the so called diseases ol 
civilization, 

It' tills verdict reflects the ,L best" technology and 
science on: deliver in ils most humanistic aspects, 
one wonders what judgement can be rendered For the 
worst notably, the result? of it* patently demonic 
sphere. its bom be? Guns? Rockets ' 1 Robots? 
Cybernetic equipment? Chemical hyiilhcfins? Tin: 
imits rd its n iclear cinrl genetic probing? Willi the 
flexible fixrRntirtn of certain ditigriGsLiL luois, 
* rpical techniques, finest hsl ins f and magic 
Uull^ls"—and ftv-Rn hpra. nnp must exclude the 
a tivities el Nszi "tfxpetnmenl^rH' Jite Horr Mcngclc 
in Auschwitz—no teciniiuui or scientific 
disport.^ ion has done mure guml foi humanity I hr n 
evil. Technology anti science have never blosscmifsti 
raoia richly, fully., and fruitfully than in war—the 
art of killing human beings—with the possible 
exception of "resource exploitation"— ihn nrl ol 
killing nature often for the purpose of tifF^ciivnly 
killing more human beings Here, tachnultigy mid 
science Join in their most Hemduit: iumi: 1 lit? use x 
raaliirp v> destroy people hy digging up Its hidden 
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s hires of uranium Jcj r bombs, smelting its onra ro; 
guns applying its lows for obliterating eolirfc cilice 
hi id ultimately the bi orphan-: Use If. 

Every ^urtip 1? ,iE l^-eu ut.ttased from the sacred 
l>I tembnology and science ttuiKT^e* with a grateful 
smile—only in Inrim over ir; with h snarl and hared 
Teeth miueil has been freed trum its con fines, Scarcely 
any technique nr fragment of knoviledbB has bean 
spared from i demonic destiny of killing Ini mankind 
at a rate that muy eventually outpace i* lj r species' 
capacity lot ;im: \ L ,v ion. Sr the twentieth erttury 
alone. peMieps 2Vt\ million people tiuve bmn killed 
uiihei directly or indirectly in wars partly 
orchestrated by flic combined work el' the scientist 
and )i;€ jiigilitter. A body o! \\ isdoui sii invrided that 
it bjeods barbarism rather limn dviii/jtlimu ri. irk ness 
rathei llian etdight^nment, do Stine l ion rather than 
ercatio;i. Eitscams even moie compoUing * challenge 
to the thinking individual a! oui Inijhs I hen the 
concrete problems of tliermonuclodi hu uinta Non. 

We of llii> gpneratiou arid the past iiiih are not 
unique in l^a ing with these js>»es. Had an 
Alt.-sd!nli:r, a C.ft'^hT, or a Kapolenn— huse men 
whom Hegel knighted "world historict! spirits"— 
posseted I lie knowledge of k: lliug that we have 
today, out spreads would have suflered its 111- 
dc?se;vtd tud many gt?nPTaticn* ago. Wu have merely 
created by means of let hnrdm.y and sekmced killing 
r apacity that they were obliged 1& attain w means 
e! claiming and “.simte^vThe same psychic and 
-ncral coil's tellation lor creating a society orieuted 
mure toward death than life has been with humanity 
lor centuries. Few indeed were !b« men during this 
Icijik period who were frigjiTeiitjd by their own 
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technical imagination for producing the means fur 
mass alaUfthtcr all legends about Uirmardo da 
Vinci 'n scruples on this »'.nnj notwithstanding. 

So deep-seated a capacity to ust? Irtihnologys 
malignant power Ui destroy Instead of its benign 
powtu to create requites a searching analysis of the 
moral elements and origins of what we today os 11 
‘civilization. 1 Here it suffices to emphasize that the 
"means of production' have now be coin a Ieicj 
powerful—luu numi pul able by small, idiosyncratic 
t: not craxed elites* ton prnlifiu and cancerous in their 
motfifftatii: growth—to be dusigio?d, much leas used, 
as m f>Fi n a ui l\ us tru ct ion. Th e a tee! t hat the Al « xuii dors 
and Caesars used to dispatch human hie, like the 
black powder that the Napoleons employed for their 
arlilltii'v bom bard meith. are puuv relics nf a relatively 
henign past. They have been replaced by 
thermonuclear and neutron bombs* nerve gasas* 
lethal microbes and toxins* and unerring delivery 
systems that can he u.sud mtercontinenul I y to inflict 
horrendous destruction by only a few 
psychologically conditioned hmnan robots—and 
aurni* inhuman ruhuls which can bo programmed U> 
^declare" war nr peace by men whose own sanity 
and mental stability are highly dubious. 

We are passing the point where technical mid 
scientific advances, apart from mere marginalia, ImiU 
a n y p rom i sn f (ir huma n su rv i v al tin dwell b e mg. W i th 
the discovery of miilear bombs. every technical 
advance seems to be guided or perverted bv the 
pursuit nf increased killing power, its purposes 
barely concealed by token claims that H is mean; to 
“3er\e , ‘ humanity. Hume it is not mere Luddism to 
say I hat, we won hi he safer as a species if we could 
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restore a Paleolithic, world of flmis than it we were 
to "advance" to a Cl post-Industrial world t>i 
'intelligent robots / 7 Not that the former is *i 
desideratum, in itself., but merely that it is lass 
menacing mid dRmonir. in a society ruled hy moral 
oral ins and h motional brutes, 

TIT 

How did wu arrive at a condition where 
thermonuclear immolation nr urological degradation 
confronts society as a realistic destiny if we do not 
recover earlier opp-mTiimliuH In divert I he trends ol 
technology vr innt:p. and a ihimirimring rationalism 
ho fscilek 1 expressed toy I he word "progrenH"? Have 
we [TLiirely been isufilflkfili in OUT jlid^ui liitinl (if 

humanity us nvu I vi i)y muiti 1 and fa Li until auinials, 
moving tavtir-Inrward Luward llm high Hbeialury 
id tails of I lie Renaissance and EnligMemne:U? Is oar 
species inhere Lilly tainted by an irrepressible desire 
Id dominate, to visualize the ‘'Other 7 ' — be it nature 
woman, ethnic groups* oi, quite broadly, our fellow 
beings—ns objects to be manipulated or rivals to be 
subdued'.' is "progress" Itself a myth that, by its own 
self-development, I urns into Its opposite as 
regression'^ Is thermonuclear immolation or 
ecological degradation Ihe logical fate of a species 
that has been detective from the start, a species for 
whom the moral and inttdluctual Irappings of 
"progress" have cnncualnd a fiercely destrutdivH 
impulse that has merely found in social evolution 
the all-powerful tools* and means uf destruction tu 
tear down the plane!? 
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Of do wt have reason to believe Unit these 
quest if i ns have only limited validity, that they 
express a sinister departure, comp lrtiUvoly recent iu 
lime, From the "mainstjcam " of human and natumi 
evolution? Uo wa have reason hi hope that human 
beings have inhi ™iily moral and rational qualities 
-hat die indeed libera to ry T and exist today as j 
potentially that tan be recovered *nd realized? is il 
,1 given that the “Omer" must he ttiduced to a mere 
cvbj*+r;t of manipulation, or can ii exist as an end in 
U.ielf to he cherished dirotejesledly or treated 
heuijtfdy in a e tiring ecological rriMasieliation nf living 
hei ngs': 1 Is there, perhaps, a “rnairtstTcam" ot progress 
Ihjiii which we have divorced like a limb from a 
Ire^—on overall movement in the affairs of life and 
humanity that, miking in the mists of our history, 
si ill holds the promise ul new i duals of from! mu, love, 
and highly ell deal interaction between human being* 
and between humanity and nature? 

Huw will we he able In answer these questions, 
much lets understand Ihaui. if thorn arc no 
autonomous E funking people mound to formulate 
LLem: 1 If wh are to answer those questions, we are 
obliged Iti step bnck in history In it some trend 
in humanity 'hi evolution held the promise ni a truly 
emancipatory programs. We must Iry to ascertain it 
ifioro wu& another juncture, a btanching-oif poinl of 
our species and our society from h richly evolving 
trend Howard consciousness and 'ns enlighleniTieiil. 
Thft (tend hand nf the past does nut lie on the “bruin 
of diE-: living' 1 like a ‘uighlmarW us Marx claimed 
mnrw Ilian a century ago nor nan sweeping social 
chmigc; 'draw rs poetry ..only fjnin the liilure’— tor 
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there h no future ior a humanity that seems to havt 
veered onto a path that threatens its very survival In 
the absence of radical change in its institutions and 
sensibility. Quite to the contrary: the "'tradition nf all 
the dead generations 1 " which Marx, in his effluvium 
of nineteenth-century progresstvism, hoped to 
exorcise with the "■poetry 11 of “the future' bus yet to 
be recovered and explored in the light of the dead-end 
that confronts us. The future as we know it, today, 
whether in the form nf ism or capitalism, has 
no poetry to inspire us . 1 

The "dead’ havt? ciul "buried the dead, 1 ' as Mars 
had hoped; thair remains surround us for Rood qi 
evil and provide the examples—both good and evil— 
by which to judge Ihe present ami literally recreate 
a future haser! on nimtinuity with a humanistic and 
ecological past, one that will yield j humanistic and 
ecological society in the century that lies ahead/ 
Hence we must yu [jackward in time, at least in our 
cimsi iuiisiiKSs, to determine when and how we 
'erred 1 ' so that wo may then regain a lost path that 
can I Had us to a libHrttory society. 

Perhaps the most comprehensive summary we 
have of humanity's capacity for aggression and 

’!' i5 mi large part this project af recovery and reexamination 
that tiiy I.KNjk The KooJrcgy of Freedom. was intended to 
undertake. uuU l ruaJiu should Consult if fora more AwpA-isive 
exploration All bough very well received b\ nnasl critics, a Few 
w:io have t>wn Jacking lor a computer '‘uriuluut'' lalliur Llum a 
fflranting and redi&ctjvery' of uh* ivynJMUW and jibLrt&Lcry 
traditions—hnth hislmkaJ and ideological— have nut 
nntiKri-sctfldiy misunderstood the very design of the book 
Ai::.jniiijgJ\, the rr-ador should be cautioned about the book’s 
jjtjjic jpuI goals teal ! ih oj she Igse .^ip.ht of its binrtidn and 
denumda for ktiuw led^e mUhii nai “rivikzartinn 
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i!u mi notion, Erich Fromm's The Anatomy of I himon 
Destructjveji&ss. effectively refutes image* t]f mir 
Miieclas as inherently oriented toward rivalry and 
subjugation After an exhaustive review of 
ethological, paleontologies], anlhrnpnliigicn], and 
early liitloriud dele, Fnmim 1:000!tides ltm r human 
■ iesimativerity, >L indeed rivalry, “i^ neither innate, 
'jor purl i f 'l.uttinii nature/ ami it ts not common to 
alt men/" Qliirt 1 r> (h« « imliviry: based on an analysis 
of aome (flirty "primitive' tribes, the majority are at 
boy! +, hie-nfrimiriii^ft societies 5 " or "non-destractive 
aggressive societies," which "arc by no means 
permoatml by [iHsliucliveiieaB u 1 cruelty or by 
exaggemlnd stj.spicLuusiiKSH / 5 although at worst they 
may lack "thfl kind tif gouthmess mid trust" Fromm 
finds in "life-affinn h five sriciHliHs/^ 

Politically , in h f' w eej p i 1 i,y .-1 j i d p e r l" < ;pt i vc: 
hidgemeni of hunumity'a extended periuds of social 
development K Jsh n> i Ms ns bridge in htu remarkable Lind 
wed-documented study nf danitjOiacy, Hoyonel 
Adversary r^mocmcy, emphnsizes that faea-lu-fuce, 
egalilandii, and ccnmnynal democracy ("unitary 
democracy”! hunrA uu friendship, in contrast to 
modern "adversary d«imx_njcy‘ sUuomied around 
represent*!I inft. hierarchy. and majority rule [itself 
based on competing interests!, "almost certainly has 
a longer fiistory than any form of government For 
mum than yy ptiroeiit of our history", wc human beings 
lived hi hunter-gatherer bands, which in all 
probability practiced unitary democracy 51 
If these c&udusions axe sound—and they can now 
he supported by a considerable amount nf data—we 
must ask ourselves when and how 'civilis'alimi 1 ' 
veered away from a largely parjiiitL Hynii(Hfi^n, &nd 
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caring or delink ui' human relationships toward a;, 
increasingly aggressive, hi.KrarnhK.nl, and adversarial 

social order that is, toward societies that havr 
laintec almost overy major human tudiitfvtuiiBnl wit: 
destructive powers and demonically elii.itHfl Iron, 
diem tnmr potentiality for coercion jjrd do mi nation. 
Where were the junctures at which Uuilhii beings 
begp.r. tn employ nven seemingly benign technologies 
reasoning power, and institutions tor oppressive and 
exploit Edit ve tinds'? 

Twu periods of social evolution trial suggest wLihfi 
the oraiu liirtg'fiff i iok place* seem ro emerge from Lht 
inista of the pasl—one, decisive Eor the course of 
human history in gen&raj, the other, lor toe formation 
i'il I lie modern t?.ra in its most savage and biocidal 
fu rmw. The primary juncture involves a sequence uJ 
allifts from matriceatrlc to patricentric socioties, 
more specific;*I1y, from egalitarian and domestically 
oriented relationships to hierarchically and 
poJtlicEL.Lv mimilod re Lai ion ships. These reached 
their crucial mom«nl with tho emergence of the 
bronze-age warrior The other* more recen* 
bronchi iiR-otf occurred with I he discovery of lilt 
‘Mew World." TLii' expanding murk#! economy thal 
developed within late feudal soviet v—in rely benign 
but, as yet far from devastating in its social and 
ecological impact acquired a rapacity, cruelly, uric 
degree of deslructiveness unparalleled by am 
cunimercial sm iety before it Beckoned fcv the 
precious melals .-incI wealth of two vast continents 
the Indian —European snr iety was thrown 

into a trendy ol greed and insaliuble Lusl for riches 
that constilutcd a complete revolution in human 
values, goals, and needs —a revolution that wtill 
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permeates our contemporary ■.. uJluru Even mure limn 
Circe in the Odyssey, who turned men Ltilo beasts, 
the virgin Americas became a trough that turned 
Europeans of all nations into swine. We have not 
shed the bristles of these legendary beings. Worse, 
we have developed even sharper teeth and more 
man liable appetites than the austere Puritans and 
iHmiisHlurms ronq install ores who bfitgan tn cross the 
Atlantic five [lenturies agn. 

The factors dial drove humanity f mm an egalilanan 
world into h hierarchical one. from woman's 
dnmesh l. hem I h hi man's mil itary 1 >rxEE leg] [iiiiul, frrmi 
b aeiislLility routed in mutualism lu one rooted iit 
livuliv aiu Luo UJiiLpltfA Lu eimniiitj in detail, 1 
Moreover, surrounded as they are tiy thick ardiaic 
mists lliesu change's; apparently aflocied only a binuii 
fraction of humanity. particularly cultures in the Wear 
East and portions of the Americas, The rest of 
humanity, sifted oul by a process of negative 
selection, had to be pushed into what we call 
"civilization” kicking and screaming with revulsion. 
It suffices to say that once the patriarch dissolved 
out the mother imagery of early society with his 
growing powers oi life and death over the clan, and 

‘here i^tin 3 must relcsr L3ie reader tu The t'L'uJDUiv of Fretdum, 
parti ll: la:ly the opening three zihuplsn;, for a more thorough 
account of the way in whicii geroitlDcraciPS. patriarchy, warriors, 
priestly corporations, and. finally, the iiiatr vastly altered the 
traditional social landscape of nuinanity, structured around 
kinship raJatiomShips and tribal institu.lscr.J3 Limits ul Space 
make 5t impossible Ear rtie to explore the remarkable ways in 
vni~h F^nlltarifln iiif.Hl 1 UnnH f.nd nritihiersrchn;nl values won 
turned ftftiinst them sol VHfi ir. I he vary piao&ss of humanity's 
movement nut nf mg-anic. and. truly non-dorntn earing sue La I and 

pF-Vf hnln^in.il raljiHnnshipe, 
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once the warrior acquired control over the materia! 
means of life as a feudal or kingly land-magnate—a l 
first as defender of the community from hostile 
aliens, later as aggressor and expropriator of tht 
ro mm unity’5 lands—the world of hierarchy and 
domination began to per meals the world of an 
e^Mtarhin and ecological society. Initially, by 
eroding earlier aeiiHibilitinH of complementarity and 
iiiulue! iiirLiin earnest respect for nature, and the use 
of the gift as u Lokttn til limimi solidarity; afterwards, 
by inverting rnopHratinn into nnmpetition in the very 
cuLir.se of manipulating the traditional form of 
communal labor tcs serve I b: j - "inKgauiauh ine 1h of mass 
corvee labor, und by degrading the ancient view of 
nature as subject into h world of "objects" nr "natural 
resources"; finally, by substituting I tie exchangeable 
commodity fur die solemn gift—through all thpge 
inversions and changes, the phoenix of rivalry, 
already latent in the "Big Mao' syndrome of trihd 
society» rose frum the aslies of uomplemunlariEy anil 
reciprocity. Humanity's richly (ex! is red lies nF 
mutualism were turned into the chains of ihe 
insensate buyer-seller relationship in which the 
bargain, with its trappings of profitability, replaced 
the simple saving and taking of tilings according tc 
need. 

In a world that is fairly innocent of greed and 
hierarchy a world in which tile very word 
"freedom" h absent from the vocabulary bocauae it 
is a universal reality of life—only a far reaching 
consciousness of the ills that emerge with the first 
breaches of its libertarian J 'social compact" 1 can 
pnHVHnt the login of domination from totally altering 
a community's fragile sensibility of mutual aid arid 
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respect for human brings and the nature! world. 
Malvetfi bears not only the charm of purity, out also 
,i dangerous vulnerability to manipulation, Our 
Children pay lliit harsh penalty daily os they arc 
sciLjalized"—and uu less was it paid by early human 
society for Us sequence of “elders, 111 patriarchs, 
warriors, priests, and finally, chieftains, kings, and 
emperors. 

The very troughs Thai turned men into swine, 
however, contain the nutrients for armoring men 
against swinishness. The long and bloody toil rtf 
civilization'' over the si r Pn mi linonia has brought 
humanity to the brink not only of msws. snlf- 
destruction, but quixolically, in its own tortured way, 
to the brink of acuta self-cun solo us ness. The«po<dial 
surges of history have removed us from I lie parochial 
Iriljalism of the kin-gmiip intu u shared sense oF 
pnivKisnl humanity in w hich the torment of peoples 
fur removed From our own community can evoke 
sympathetic sentiments and militant action. The step 
forward from a sclf-cnclcscd Folk to & worldwide 
sense of humani'Eas has added a new species- 
dimension of concerns to our personal and local 
concerns. 

So. too, lying amidst the technnlogien nf 
destruction am the technologies: of creation that can 
recover terrains wa have already damaged, 
■enhoologies which can possibly be placed in Hie 
service nf humanity and naiure to fusler, rather than 
degrade, social and natural evolution. The 
unparalleled opportunity of clioosinssourowm needs, 
rather than simply bonding under the material 
burden of arduous toil and the lack of means for 
survival, opens a historically new horizon of time to 
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live creatively. to fulfill our personal and social 
potentialities rs human beings, to Tiff the sense of 
M scarcity’* —be si mythic or nol — From our mind®, 
he id to become dignified, secure, mid self-assured 
beings. 

Finally, behind us lies she wealth oi history itself, 
the treasure-hove of know ledge—of successes laden 
with promise and fad lures laden will 1 , fault. We are 
Ilia heirs of a liisluiy that cun teach us what we musl 
void if we arc to escape immolation and what we 
must pursue if wu are to realise freedom and self- 
fulfillment We can discover only too easily whdt our 
d islnril unct sliirxcoLili] never know—the trickery and 
running nf elitea ami puwer-bniher.s: whe inducEid 
tliem to chain [hernstd vms iii servitude We can undo 
nut only the c huins lliut bind cmr limbs, hul also [lie 
chains that bind nur minds. NJhw choral notes answer 
the trumpets of war and the [Irmniwiats ttf muss 
cultures* thn notes of a totally eoth nnr;ipitted world, 
free of sexual oppression and mindless inhibit!tin, nf 
ethnic prejudice and ageist neglect, of LiumpetiLi ve 
rFcalionships ami I he unceasing war be. ween 1 mm tin 
beings and between humanity and nature, uf 
disempriwerment in anuial lilb and pursmial life, uf a 
crudely simplified and brutish selfhood and 
SbEUfitiiHly—tiie dimimiiicu: ul people tn “human 
resources” that, forms Lire counter pert uF nature 
uunceived us “ natural resources/’ 

Such a heritage-—indeed, the armor to rescue 
ourselves irom leaders who betray, institutions 
which cngfavcr, methods which coerce, and 
sensibilities which domineer involves the 
searching study of where vve '‘went wrong” in the 
course of social evolution ago a id in more recent 
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hmtns. Wli.il \\ r i* ivifj ascertain fmm this study is that 
our gravest du purl u tub From the development of 
humanity Lind nature toward wtmlenwss and 
fulfillment nw not institutional iduiw. CoercivE as 
were the lomplcs that replaced Ihu urtUnuj ilnI jik-s 
and groves of tribal peoples, tho brutalizing uiutorics 
and ihw lifeless technological .magination that 
re placed rnore humanly scaled machines and an 
aesthetic vision ol production, tho institutional 
legacies of domination, whether faintly or State* that 
replaced tho iiistilutional legacies of freedom—the 
fact remains that the greatest and most effective 
mod ns of i ofircion stemmed from the? prejudices, 
sense oi stslf and mode. 1 ; ol rationally that brought 
■ is into complicity with our self degradation and the 
degradation oF nature 

The mteniuliKUtlon of hierarchy emu I domination 
forms the j'juatest wound in human devolopmentand 
the most deadly ung.ne for steering us toward human 
immolation, Temples, palaces, factories, yes. even 
prisons, concentration camps* barracks, police, and 
t he va ?t 1i-*gn l an d ox ecu t i v o po w cr of t he Stale, for m 
iflesh and organs that hang on the skeletal 
structure of hut own perverted sensibilities Jl was 
when woman horse If agreed to her “Inferiority'end 
supine min of survica to man, when peasants formed 
into ihn Harried, niHchanized ranks of Holdmrs: when 
liiK "IlmwIv" tu u^plKtl tliKircwn i astluml, ibitfshnori, 
and ‘"station in Lif'' when men and wmiien ceaHwr! 
to look to MumsetvCi and the 1 natural world mound 
them Lind cast their pleading eyes upward to the 
Kupemature _ < ;cuph?d by deities of their own making; 
whitii artist a viuwed iheiuselvcs as laborers and 
workvre viewed theiu&tdvtjs as “hands* wlmn ever 
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the oppressed in ' white 11 skins revel led in their seif, 
conferred "superiority 11 over the oppressed i:i more 
tinted skins ihal I he breaks from a fecund sound and 
natural evolution were completed. 

Our slop back into the past—all the better to clear- 
sightedIv view our present and future—yields the 
damning conclusion that we arc the unknowing 
architects of our own servitude What this means, 
above all, is that the "revolution” which must "draw 
its poetry..,from the future" must indeed more 
thoroughly revolutionize humanity then it could 
have projected a century or even a generation ago 
Domination and hierarchy, internalized as sexism 
ageism, a manipulative rationality, an envious hatred 
of other human beings, a passion to “master" nature, 
and a grasping egotism that arrogantly passes fur 
''individualism 11 must he roenreispri together with lh« 
external zed forms of domination and hierarchy that 
bring "masses' 1 tn thnir knees—nr to I heir rrass 
graves. It is not that past "revolutions" tnok their 
inspire! ion from lie dt-pfhs ui the past, but rat bet 
that they never went far enough in searching uul the 
depths uf the present—-the armored sensi bill ties til 
rule ihut yield he fully sculptedinstiLuLioiiaof rule, 

Domination, he it of uaLure or human beings* thus 
unites the great themes oi our times: feminism, 
ocologism., alternative technologies, peace, material 
security, sch-empowerment, community, holistic 
health, mutual aid, and a sensibility of respect For 
human beings of cili ages and ethnic backgrounds. 
All are united into a common and coherent focus 
which we may host call social ecology in its broader 
theoretical aspects and a libertarian populism in its 
f li net ion as a new audit I practice. Reinforced 
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intellectual !y and spiritually by this cohering focus, 
ive can truce heck I he tormented history of our spades 
from its mnvHn^nl Hwsy from Ihe pruindustria! world 
opened by the discovery nf the "Mhw World" mol 
still further back from ilt break with « 
non hierarchical world that opened with 
gerontocracies, patriarchy, and die armored warrior 
of rhe Homeric world. 

In so tracing back these tangential developments 
which now threaten our very survival, we con learn 
from the gross distortions they produced in our own 
sensibility Find social institutions how to formulate 
the means for retrieval and advance of our 
mnsemnETiflss anrl practice for achieving a free, 
ucnlogiml society. 


IV 

if we are obliged to recover our humanity in order 
to rescue it physically, we must ask unequivocally 
what methods forms of organizetion, and institutions 
we must develop that will bring us irom "here to 
there." from o society that fates biocide to a society 
that will fulfill humanity's full potentialities 
The gravest single illness of our lime is 
disempowermen! Lven the most media-saturated 
spectator senses however dimly or intuitively, 1 hat 
fibre or he brtfc no power over the events and forces 
thal determine humanity's future. A crude jingpislic 
“palridlisrn" may merely signify acquiHS[:enrH mlhe 
superhiiTTian powers lbar bp. a self-deceptive desire 
to follow in I he tow nf visible instilufinna] find 
rnililmy strength. It flops licit exhibit miy reisS 
convictiuii that, aa mere follower, out 1 has acquired 
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even d scintilla uf tonmiand or shares in its glories, 
Tliu ruling elites ot the world have killed as many of 
their devotees as I heir opponents m wars of conquest 
ox repletion. The military graveyards provide no 
less mute testimony to Ihe tribute paid by the 
obedient than do the debris of cort central inn cm raps 
to the penalty paid by opponents and "sorial 
undesirables. r Hence the most jingnifitionf ‘patriots" 
can hardly claim to have a "fatherland’' in his or hsr 
own soul Only the myth that power no Tice n I r« led in 
the ht.ndso: the few tsshared by the many constitutes 
the balm for an ever-suppurel mg nicer of vubju^tLtiun 
that the obedient must share. nn! unlike the soldier 
whose uniform is both the badge of might End its 
target on the battlefield. 

Lint to recognise I ha I rei-rm powermen! of the 
individual is one of the most crucial is ,■hubs of our 
era raises thn question nF the ideologies that profess 
to corner it and the institutions that are meant to 
achieve it. tiara, Hie so-ra led revolutionary 
ideologies of our era—social ism and even uaiiuziiual 
anarchism fall upon hard limns They cun be as 
deceptive in forming a new mmsuhm.sness as llie 
conventional ideologies of ruling uiiltia. Socialism 
and canonical anarchism-—tlie "isms' of homo 
ecofirjrmcus. of 'Viioruuiiic man"—were born with 
the emergent its of commercial and industrial 
capitalism. And liuwever oppositional they may be, 
their underlying assumption that the wage worker is 
inherently su Overs ive uf capital tends in varying de¬ 
grees to form the counterpart ot the very system they 
profess to oppose. What is perhaps even more ironic 
today is that their ''constituency" is literally being 
"phased nut" with lh« very industrial structures ttlid 
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industrial classes whose historic aspirations they 
hoped to voice. The factory itself, not to speak of its 
industrial proletariat, is being placed on the block of 
cybernetics and robotics t just as the yeoman-farmer 
was placed on the block of industrial agriculture and 
agribusiness two generations ago. If workers' 
movements of all kinds are tod?iy becoming mute nr 
irascibly "perverted,” it may be that the vocal chords 
of die society which cradled them are disintegrating 
and they can aav : nothing new in a world whose very 
vucubuidry of change is altering profoundly. 

In fact, the socialist and syndicalist proclivity for 
economic reductionist!! is now actually obscurantist. 
It not only shares in the bourgeois tendency to render 
material egotism and class interest the centerpieces 
of history, it also denigrates all attempts to transcend 
this image of humanity as a mere economic being— 
indeed, as " man the toolmaker" by depicting them 
as mere "marginal is" at best, as “' well-intention ad 
middle-class ideology" at worst, or sneeringly, ha 
'diversionary/ 1 "utopian” and “ unrealistic.” ‘Teed 
llis facB. then ^ivb tut: moral/' Bertolt Breclit f s coarse 
and nnntemjstuiJUH Linage e:J human! Ly. boars the 
stigma of ilib very corrupt ion oi radical ideologies 
iJ ib t has marked bourgeois society’s capacity to 
iiililtiijto every area oi social life with its contagion 
oi egotism. 

Capitalism, to be sure, did not create the 
"economy’ or '"class interest," but il subverted all 
human trails—be they speculativH thought, love, 
community, friendship, art, nr sftlf-gEiv«rnaiiue— 
with the authority of economic calculation and the 
rule of quantify. Its “bottom Hue" is the balance 
sheet's sum, and its basic vocabulary consists of 
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simple numbers,. Intolar as men and women wrefctle 
with the system within its economic parameters, they 
can no more search beyond the issues raised by "class 
interest 1 ' than Ihe entrepreneur can search beyond 
die issues raised by orchil ami capita' acnmimldLium 
Worker and capital is) remain wedded to each oilier 
in a community ni shared sHiisihililies and roles, juyl 
.:is host i In mates rin-s hound lo each, other by a mindless 
reverence lor "the family and the anxious demands 
of ‘'Lite children." 

Mu lesi mythic than Lbe industrial "class wars’ 1 
that orthodox radicals believed were swirling around 
lactones—factories that are now in disrepair or in 
debris—are the strategics spawned by the Age of 
Revolutions; the barricades, the people in arms, the 
pealing of the tocsins, the vast crowds marching to 
drums or besieging palaces, seizing government 
buildings, paralyzing the movement of troops with 
railroad strikes and feeding the mar tyro logy of day¬ 
dreaming msurrecti Hilaries and terrorists. Mo anger 
do the ruling elites oppose Puritan Roundheads wiLii 
swords and halberds. Minutemen w11h muskets ami 
toy cannon^ tuns culottes w th btark-iiu wrier t iSbcs 
and pikes, Uomimmards with breach-loaders and 
barricades, Petrograd workers with machine guns and 
armored cars [those '‘useful liingtT which Tmtaky 
wistfully recalled in his History uj [he ilushun 
devolutionj. Th^l entire amituneiiituium which 
could pit person against person in street battles ha? 
been consigned to ttm museum of history. Today the 
convent iuini! weaponry of the miing elites consists 
of Lmuelitsvajly destructive "Gatling" guns, cluster 
bum ha „ Mach-3 pursuit planes, heavy bombers, 
napalm, massive aerial bombs, flame-throwers, a 
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dazzling array of sum malic wcopuns, tanks, and 
armored ve-h ictus tn suit every terrain, men ill tuts 
iinillery, powerful mortars—in sum. a 'merely 1 ' 
explosive artumul tlittc levelled Beirut primarily from 
the air and swept :nto exile the inns I fully equipped 
'popular' unny from seemingly impregnable 
positions in mi urban area overwhelmingly 
syn p-Hlbnlir, to its cause- Much of this destruction i£ 
wnmgiiL ijup-rsonutiy* from considerHhlu distances 
where the <: inhalants are Indeed, ^accessible to 
rp;t j Hs fur aid ui the impact of propaganda. 

No London m the 1640$, no Boston h: lire 1770s. 
no Paris in the 1780s and 18705, no Pehngmd ill the 
early 10003 or Uarcelona in the ItJtHJt COdd have 
withstood this kind of “uonvuntUmcr anti- 
msnrgtmuy ^caponrv for f. week. 0:iu wonders how 
any uf these dlics would have tamd had they been 
victims ul nudum missiles, nnrve gas, and possible 
"particle bernns,” Dll of which could Lit. 1 pitied against 
millions of the most devoted revoJuliouury "masses ' 
by a humiiut of cloned zenltils, boxed into secret 
missile ailes. underground cmnniand centers or 
distant spnea stations Today the ban i cade is nothing 
more than a symbol "hit. si best, can Only test the 
politico) stability and resoluteness of advancing 
conscript troops, jusl as the terrorist s hand weapons 
and grenades ire hopeless. expressions of pro In si by 
men and wam«ti whose desperation is evidence of 
their frustration mtlmr than their power 

The l 'piV>plw in anils.' like the ban itmdtt. merely 
reinforce tbit moo;. authority of pfioitbtr opposition, 
not the military superiority of large mituuirrs armed 
with hand weapons who can win their cause by 
pi Ting pimei .igaiusl power. Their real power, in 
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effect, is spiritual not materia], Their arms reflect 
their willingnHss to diff in combat mldier Lhaii live in 
servitndn. While Lhiw inur-al intcusagt: can shake 1 he 
f[irtiLudh tjf their opponents and abort tlieii assault 
tut the people, such *insuirectionaries" no longer 
have the real physical power that belonged to 
revolutionary peoples of the pro-World War 11 ora, 
the ora that marked the Age of Revolutions. 

Civil war waged by "Third World’ guerillas in 
Asia, Africa, anti Latin America shonM not deceive 
us into regarding them as evidence th^t the Age of 
Revolutions has survived pop. t-World War ff 
technology and rearrangement of the tradition a l 
elaaseti- T.ugitfl ic h 1 y, Ihe greatest shelter these 
guerrillas have is Lhe very simplicity of their 
utjuiilry's material Ueve!opulent, t factor that actually 
brought them into motion in lire first place, 1 refer 
not only to dispossessed, starving, and terrorised 
peasants but to the poorly developed roads, the 
mounta:n& and jungles, the tragi\o communications 
systems, the ad hoc bridges, the scattered villager 
t ! 16 paucity of power stations—all rf which ran bn 
used to thoroughly disorient ill-trained ron.soripl 
troops greed-ridden n [finer*, corrupt politicians, msdi 
psychotic landlords, When a demolish ad power 
.station can black nut an entire province, a shattered 
bridge close off transport between entire cities, a 
d is lodged fragment of railroad track immobilize 
battalions of troops, ami a score of burned liucks 
produce food shortages for an urban <>Tea, we are 
talking of episodes that would he negligible in any 
industrialized country. 

The offeeliveliest : d such rewdnlieiiH 1 sterna from 
the fact that they are products of "material 
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under Jhv eiopiueiiL' Eu use Ihn patronizing language 
i if llje Western World, i tut the heirs of "material 
progress " They are the remnants uJ pre-industrial 
social strata and cultures, not of the presumably 
"sophisticated" and “hegemonic" classes to which 
Marxism in particular assigned the task of’’changing 
ihe world 1 ' and creating Lhe poetry of the future, 
ironically, where they do succeed, as in Russia, 
China, and given enough time. Vietnam and Cube. 
I hey tend to adopt all the vulgarities of western 
industry, agriculture, and even consumerism — 
lUilgHi'ities llur can he expected tabring I liesr peoples 
into hvhti greater servitude to nontemp urery 
capitalism limn I he nerval bombs id their colonial 
oppressors ,nnd the atitfimatio rifles of tliefr 
comprador rulnrs. Limited hh China's “revolLiliutt" 
may bp-—more precisely, mythic ns it may bn in its 
bizarre mix ol Marxian rhetoric with jingoistic 
imti0Udlltii.ii—-ita undoing may Lie uonipieLed iuuie 
effectively bv Hilton hotels, McDonald hamburger 
Oiupoiia, u:id cukir televisions: than by any factional 
purges within its Communist Party, 

This rdscs a second striking feature of “Third 
World revolutions” that markedly distinguishes them 
from the classical revolutions of the past The 
English, American, french and even Russian and 
Spanish revolutions were inspired by the universal 
ideals of the Reformat ion and Enlighltmrntiiil to 
which they, in turn, substantially contributed. 
Puritan Roundheads in CmniwuM's day duelled the 
rights of die intimihidJ and liis or bee conscience 
before god—-the uuLhoiity uf a "New Jerusalem" that 
would redeem humanity as a w hole from servitude 
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in any form and advance a faith guided by reason 
and freedom. Congregationalism, I he prevalent 
religion of fhn radical Puritans, denied the validity 
□I a sacifrdnlal hierarchy live r Jl frae Englishmen 11 and 
hi yo doing deniud hierarchy itself, opposing 
domination with inalienable natural rights. This 
notion was not confined to religion. From the 
congregation, which asserted all-powerful rights over 
any ministry, it extended into the political sphere in 
the form of New England town meetings based on 
lace-to-face democracy at the base of social life.These 
high Reformation ideals found further expression 
more than a century later in the vision of American 
revolutionaries, who permeated Puritan ideals with 
the Enlightenment vision of an Age of Reason guidec 
by theught. science, and technological pragross. All 
ol Immunity, nut merely AinoficunM would Lm: shown 
the “light 1 " of d dream based cn "life, liberty, rind the 
pursuit of happiness.' 4 The ulupien side of the 
American Dream was not the equivalent of later 
immigrant dreams tif n "Nmv World 41 whose '‘streets 
worn paved with gold :, ™a fund of material 
ah uii dam a a Jill mif rep ren-flu rial pruuiisK—bid a more 
austere, ethically motivated world routed in freedom, 
readme individuality. and spiritual regeiienjlimi. 

The French Revolution offered no less a promise 
of a rationally tie, scientistic utopia. Its rhetoric ol 
’'Liberty, Equality. Fraternity'' was imbued with 
utopistic ideal*. If religion is not simply the ‘‘opiate 
of the pcoplo" but also the "heart of a heartless 
world." as the young Marx was to add to his more 
widely celebrated maxim v so the ideals of the 
classical "bourgeois" revolutions expressed ancient 
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dreams and aspirations for freedom and modem 
idnals or a humanity guided by reason.' 

Nn claptrap about mere "superstructural ideology" 
can permit, us In ignore the fact that humanity has 3 
history of ethical development that enjoys fin 
integrity in its own right, often quite autrmnmnufi 
from EfconQ5ii:i: lifivoltipiiiKTil hi id even profoundly 

affecting it. Indeed, all the ''bourgeois" revolutions 
tended lo overspill the brim of buurgeula self-interest 
and transfix the develop me ut of capitalism on ideals 
that the terrified bourgeoisie itself never advanced 
bill only distorted, “Life, liberty, equality, fraternity ' 5 
ore great humanistic goals that haunt the modem em. 
They arc not mere "ideologic a I rhetoric 1 ' which the 
bourgeoisie voiced to conceal its own naked self- 
interest. 

Those goals were advanced uniy at tile uemend of 
rebellious farmers in America and the volatile sans¬ 
culottes in France, In the eighteenth century, 
"patriotism 1 ' did nut mean hiutiunaliam ” it 
expressed the new sense of tili^enship which 
humans owed Lo each other. not Eu tyrants, anti the 
word “citizen 55 w as to be used hv all revolutionaries, 
including Marx and Bakunin, well into the 
nineteenLL century, fust as radicals today use the 
more party-oriented term, “comrade." Louis XVI, 
who was compelled to change his title from "King 
of France 1 ’ to "King of the French,” unwilling.y 
mirrored □ new spirit of h umcr Italian ideals rather 

"] do nol accept the view that the revolutions of the 17 ji and 
mih rftnturtftfl vwrr: "baur^ftnis. 1 * Th.it the Ll bourgeoisie.'' a highly 
( frfififlrvati\>' stratum, hp-r.fiFitad from tbfise revolutions ;krf*S not 
raeon that it ndUSed them tnr J, ied" them. 
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than national ones, which the French people 
envisioned as a beacon for all of Europe and, they 
hoped, for the entire world. Such ideals persisted in 
America and Europe well inin the twentieth century, 
only to be manipulated hy fascism and Stalinism 

alike into *l rirtrilw, se ! f-Hr lolaseil riHt knuilism \ kiR 
restored “Germany/ 1 'Tlelv.'' ant! “Mother Russirt r ir 
place jI Geiinaitt, Italians. Russians. iiidetnh tils 
Eui upturns as a whole. 

The "Third World revolutions" are nationalist 
rebellions, ;iol “patriotic'' revolutions that speak for 
humanity. One cannot fault them lor their parochial 
qualities 'l hey have lived under the lash of alien 
exploiters for centuries, LUil one cart no? deny these 
limiljl ons cut of mere sympathy for ihoir travail 
WhalfiVftT good they bring to their own people their 
solidarity is local or regional, not international or 
gy tried hy a world vision of freedom. They seel 
Treeflnin fmm r uulmiiul end coinprador oppressors 
not TYtrtJtlom fur" tlieii own people ; n a Irulv 
ilberlarinu $euse of the term More often than not, 
they descend into totalitarian forms of social 
organ tout ion, as witness Chine, suutiivasl Asia. lit* 
Cnribbeaiit ami uveti Genital Amerita* living in 
guarded suspicion ot (heir own people at well ns it: 
foreign imperialists. They make very little appeal to 
reason, science, and technology as emancipatory 
tore ps ior human development Instead they tend to 
emphasize a dogmatic faith engendered by mas* 
propaganda, Artence rs a mere tool for conlrol, and 
Inchimi.r,n:y hh h gospel nF bureaucratic and hu/miud 
power. Their economic emphasis, like Brecht's, 
sputiks to [oal material needs-—but it pwiulb limns 
to elude u respect for person, freedom to dissent, and 
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a sen nine sense of fraternity aiu! happiness based un 
human solidarity rather ill an class interest. Their 
native people begin to hate them tor their ethnic and 
cultural arrogance, as witness the growing opposition 
I hey encounter frmri Indian peoples, Asian and 
African tribal mmmiinifips, and remote mountain 
v d lag-Rrm who BNohnw their western prefer si nns and 
crass attempts ft] transform J< primitive" peasants and 
pastor ali.4 m into modern “ proletarians/' This 
domestic imperial ism, .in grant Iv nourished by KfniV.s 
own writings, creates “class interests'* and conflicts 
where none need exist, merely because a theory—an 
''ideology." if you will—acquires supremacy over the 
realities of traditional life ways. 

Such posMirJightenment nationalist "revolutions" 
have very little in common with the classical 
revolutions that fired the landscape of western 
society from the lG40s to the 1930s 1’hcy articulate 
the stirring of peoples who are seeking nationhood 
in capitalist ora when socialism, with its pragmatics 
ot nationalized property, a planned economy, and a 
cen trail wed state to run it all, has become identified 
with thn new forms of bourgeois corporatism and 
jUalti capitalism. Yes, as Trotsky observed with the 
bizarre mixture of clarity and myopia that marred his 
inturp rota Lion of the Russian Revolution, the "law" 
of uneven mid combined development makes it 
possible for peoples who used bows and arrows & 
decade 0 £l> to leap 'forward” to automatic rifles and 
shoulder-rockets without undergoing the intervening 
evolution of arms which led from one group of 
weapons to another What he forgot to add is that 
peoples whose national revolutions are 
accomplished in a decade leap directly from tribal 
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and village cultures to viciously totalilumu ind 
inch nnr: ratio cultures The political freedom and 
iv]mb I rr-nri institutions which might restrain thesr 
jii;^ Kuvfcnuuentii. as they restrain those of thob 
vvtrstum w-.i.dd-he masters, are never allows I time to 
develop. 

In fin t these very complex mn7es of political 
freedom and republican msbUthnns make the 
SucCPMtiA of the "Tin d IV -rid reveluliofis' possible. 
We can out ignore Lire fact that America, with its 
mawdvo nuclear arsenal, um It I have wo:i I he 
Vietnamese War, old berated f!,jba ami eo'.ld ssti 1 
utterly tiainpJu on Centrai America r il were no' 
prevented from doing so primal ily bv Ms republican 
structure and democratic trediUmia. Ila it wn utopislir 
mythology grants freedom Lo [i[i|)tiriilhm»l 
movements at tile base of society and to factional 
conflicts at its summits. A Hitler, lead ini; a 
homogenized nation LiEd equipped wild & modern 
nuclear irm.i mcntar i um. would have siinnlv 
incinerated southeast Asia had he jnen obliged to 
confront the area. With nothing to prevent him iVmi. 
freely exercising his will, he would have reduced 
Central America and Cuba to a radioactive wasteland 
just as. with puny weapons and explosives, he Jefl 
much of western Russia in smoldering ruins, 
ex^rminating some Twenty mil lion people as his 
drmies rut rented into flermany. 

Wind patently prevent hc] America from leaving: 
Vk'liiiim a radium Eivc desert aiurJ Central A memos an 
ULohiginal trhamhlefi is nol any ler.k of lochno logical 
power jt home or Inn cunning of gtn-Haillu fighters; 
abroad. One factor—and perhaps one factor 
primarily stays the armed might of the Aiuuncmi 
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co Los fins: its dwii institutional glnjcnim, I he 
burdens—ideological and political—of its* mvn great 
Revolution, The ‘separation of powers," I he limited 
hul tfiective federal republic, the hallowed "Hill of 
Rights.' 1 even this rnora' authority of its ‘Yankee 
democracy" as exemplified by Nuw Eu^lands town 
meetings and residua! two-year guv un tors hips have 
done more to prevent the Pentagon fru-:i l annihilating, 
its opponents in Asia and 3 .a tin Am mica than any 
Sftber rattling by the Soviets or this cunning of iungle 
guerrillas. it is only the : nut Midi uual chains that limit 
American mi In ary might, taken together with its 
current susceptibility lo work] public opinion, that 
provide 5 anv freudocn of act inn to insurrcctionaries 
ahruad. Should those charna be removed and tha" 
susceptibility be replaced h\ icy kidhtercnce. Hitler 
and his minions would seem Jibe comic-opera 
caricatures of warriors against Uie background of 
America's technological power to destroy and 
Russia’s and China's reticence in "involving 1 
L hem selves in explosive international “unlaii- 
lament 1 ?-" 


V 

II is precisely in the sphere of the republican 
institutions and demuudlio ethos that an authentic 
American radicalism can find the nourishment fora 
reempowfirmurit uf the American people and u 
[‘cvitalizatinn ol American social and political life. 
Here, !o use Roagauesque language. Jies the 
'winHew uf vulnerability" of the new luhtl durians 
and militarists in American life, ironic us ,t may scam 
to radicals who have been pastured on the 
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cuonoiuism at class war. tech.no logical growth, an-r] 
"scientific socialism." be it libertarian or 
authoritarian, politics must now acquire a 
"'supremacy" over puonomiuH, hLSiIch uver material 
interest, 11i r claims of life uvt-u llit? tdaims of survival 
if any effective iuovKimiul fur radical renewal ami 
change n* to tie anhieved. Mot that they must be 
counter pawed in udch oilier, but that each must be 
giv+m its proper weight in the new balance of social 
events. The so-called superstructure, to use the 
language of Marxian '"historical materialism," cannot 
be seen as an epiphenomenon of the "base" if there 
is to bo anv resistance to a market-oriented society 
that tends to make the ordinary individual, even the 
sc If-a no in ted revolutionary, into a mirror-image of 
itself. To the extent that homo politicus can replace 
homo economic us. and homo co If ecti virus can 
replace both, humanity still has a chance to 
itself from a spiritual catastrophe m which social 
immolation and ecological breakdown will merely 
provide the snroud for an already decaying < mpae. 
What this reconnaissance nto ihi: real opening oi 
American life means islhnl h! 1 thinking people must 
participate consciously in the leuiwinn belween the 
American rtrearn conceived ts ulupia and the 
American Dream conceived as a huge shopping math 
This tension Is compelling! y real- Perhaps no people 
today is more conflicted over its commitment lo 
individual rights, Us freedom from governmental 
contml. and its freedom ot expression at one end of 
I he spectrum, and its desire to surrender all public 
rHfeptmsiliility and autonomy to the siren call of 
mute rial comfort and the opiates of electronic mass: 
culture at Ihe other cud Within this area of conflict 
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ihfl Right has enjoyed a monopoly of power 
miniate 3iixi by a largely indifferent Loll. Herein Ih-rs 
ti liagedv cil monumental proportions. tStL.ll lkju ri.shrd 
L ix a classical image of radicalism and tormented by 
a searing guilt fnr America's role ill the ‘Third 
World/ Amorh.Hr. mdinnls have remained strangers 
in their own homeland* just like the European 
immigrants who tianslmed I heir own heroic 
struggles against nummi/us, suim-fmidui landlords, 
and corrupt bureaucracies Into a world whose 
concerns differed profoundly Emm th^ lands of their 
origin The association beLween the two t& closer than 
American radicals care to reeiignmi Irish direct 
hcHutIj German Marxism, Italian tuiaj'chism, end 
Itswish socialism have always jeen uiufirted to the 
tthttEinira id American social life. Gombumiila of a 
pi^LHjiLlfllisf world, these militant European radical 
immigrants stood a\ odds with an ever-changing 
Anglo-Saxon society, initially rooted in vtroinan- 
farmer traditions communities of urban crafts men. 
commercial buccaneers. and straying lawless 
frontiersmen, whose Constitution hud been wrought 
from the struggle for “Englishmen's nights/' not 
against feudal satraps 

Admittedly, those 'Tights' 3 w«re tnuarU for white 
[iien rather than people of color, lor Anglo-Saxons 
rather :han Cells, Latins. Semites*, and Europe s "riff¬ 
raff/' Hut rights they were in any case—'Universal, 
^inalienable/' And “natural rights" that could have 
uxprfiKKfid higher ethical and political aspiration* 
1 han the myths 0 f a "wnrker> 1 party ' orthc da ydreai i w 
of “One Hip 1 hiimip" lo cite the illusions ot socialists 
and syndicalist alike. Mari the CongregaticiieHsL 
town-meet ink. concept Inn or democracy been fostered 
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over cins(oi:;atk: pt'odivities tor hiwmrhy, h^cl 
i ^l ticni liberty boon given emphast^ over hiis^z- 

(uijr', Jubt^i: oJIer; had individiudifciTi !jo«il given an 
Hhit-.d ideal instead nf criTigwiiliiig mlu jjrupnatury 
ugoliMii hid the Republic heaau slowly n:worked Into 
<i r;onfederal democracy; had capital colic tntf a lion 
bwn inhibited Ivy £ [luperdlivcs and small, possibly 
worker-rOT.^]led* enterpriser; had the rights of 
Ioch it i«« U o rescued from ihc centralized state; and 
Hnnlly, Had iUk middle classes been joined to the 
working l busses in a genuine peoples Tnovumeni 
*4iir:h«.s the Populists tried to achieve (instead o; rmiti£ 
fractured intu sharply delineated cIhsj 
imivompnkj— in short, had this American vision of 
utopia supplanted the Euro socialist vision of a 
Hi“.liunaliiccd, planned, and centralized economy, it 
would be difficult :o predict the innnvaHvh directim. 
American social life might have followed * 

Thai this was eiol to be dots not mean that it uamia: 
In:. Admittedly, lor more than a century American 
radicalism vvj? largely in the custody of millions oi 
imriihueuits. most ul whom could barely apeak 
English Radicalism remained a ghetto hk-ulugv in 
all ib lurnis. or was simply iinTPrognizable to ib vast 
immigrant papulation when tl surged uni of Texa? 
into the midwest in ib distinctively American 
populist form. rSfiw England democracy, so crucial 

' Thin-1 W.irlii" people iiu.v fana vsrv stmllar alternatives, Will 
L:id [0<jtd[i* hi Central Amirina, for Aism-1«, hn tn fl.^tablish 
.nutOrnurf.OUs ^Mrrutiunili,^^ roofed in i hs:r ri n, fsrMnlustrifil. 
r.Atfeva f 'jltur j nerltaseV Or w.ll thrv hr rolnninsd, dtliMlely 
nvtiti ^Ifji mi uted by Ameriuiu-tiup ported fan da I junta* *uo 
Rn-wii.’in : upfsnrli-id Ittchnocr^ic •‘Lsidiiius" wlm r u jmnllv s*mk 
tn rt*]iinfer jhnir l.ifemr end resources? 
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in shaping the mewl radical I or ms of th« Onluniu.1 and 
Revolutionary eras. slumbered in western 
Massachusetts in central and northern New 
Hampshire, in Vermont, and m Maine— reduced, by 
sheer prejudice, tc a mere viIIarchaism in£ ivnrlil 
□f bun KC on in g cities. Yel never did American radicals, 
hirei 4 n -bom or native, ask why a mass workers 1 party 
failed to develop an it had cm the I uropeau continent, 
or why (socialist ideas never took roue outside the 
confines of the ghettoes in tills, the most 
industrialized country in the world. 

But is it an 'Ideological lag' 1 that explains 
American ‘backwardness 1 ' in the sfxtiuList 
firoiamctit? Were the "real Americans/* as Lanin 
called them in contras! to the Italians Jews, and Irish, 
so distant from the high Utopian ideals uf humanity 
over centuries of history? Now that die old European 
immigrants hid virtually gone, their paTties 
disbanded, their periodicals cl owed, Liicir beautiful 
row; faded, and oven their enruly depress ion-era 
children aging can we perhaps look back and a>k 
whan-? they eusd and formed u branch of their uwn 
jivitv from the historic til flow of the uhniULic 
American Dream as distinguished from the material 
one they chartsh&d? 

Certainly they «rrBii when they believed that the 
wojI d would he remade by the very industrial 
workers they sis often became a form of social 
narcissism that is, perhaps, urulerslaudable but now 
more archaic and certainly more irrelevant than the 
New England town meetings of which they wore 
totally iyiiuraiit These immigrant socialists find 
anarchists were largely unionists rather I him 
revelutkmary Utopians. The rhetoric of the "jams 1 ' 
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colored the IillitIi ici aLui iiil ini crusts ml tlu?ii cists 
which a Franklin Delano Roosevelt brought to terms 
with the interest oi capital. Once the reconciliation 
of wage labor asid capita: was achieved by the 
annealing effects of the Second World War, socialism 
became overtly identified with state capitalism and 
its parties reaped to he tnly oppositional, much l&st 
revolutionary. When the le^f pontiff nf American 
social ism. N"i tmin i TJiijitih.v iihidinglv : I eel a red dial 
the "late President Kousuvuit adopted most of uur 
ideas, M the good Reverend said mere Ilian lie realized. 
The New Deal lives on as a program for economic 
centralination and planning to a greater extent than 
:1s most hostile opponents are whiling to concede. It 
is the '‘Pentagon, Lnt:.," to use Jessica SavitchV 
phrase, that has largely taken over the functions thai 
were reconnoitred by Roosevelt’s NR A. AAA. VVPA, 
(TT.„ H nf.— that has devoured Norman Thomas's 
nld-time Serialisl Party as well. The scenario h h s 
boon changed :n many parts, but the ploI is very 
much the same. 

Perhaps even mure decisive ditto die 
disappearance uf the European iu uni grants and tlieii 
children is the steady demise cl their ideological 
hope; the industrial proletariat itself. The factory in 
its traditional form is gradually becoming an 
archaism. Robots will soon replace the assembly line 
as the agents of mass industrial production, just as 
they are expected to replace rhe ty pi si-secretary 
accountant as the agents nf commercial activity 
Cybernetic devices are even invading agriculture nn 
a setde Lhut threatens the miserable livelihood of the 
migrant Farmworker. In time, even ''service workers,' 
from retail clerks to mechanics, may be victimized 
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by sQ-cajled intelligent robots and throwaway units, 
and even governmental employees, so politically 
vigorous hy comparison with -heir counterparts in 
the "private SE^cinrT Fbe.:h Inc hmilngiua] extinc;titm. 

What i.s r:niK lIh i hem is Ihar the centerpiece fur the 
immigrant "isms/ hijlIi as the blue- and white-collar 
working class, is being "phased out" historically, just 
as the small farmer and I ho European immigrant have 
disappeared from the American social landscape, 
They anti their lactones arc confronted with the same 
destiny, in key industrial areas that do remain, the 
Japanese patronal system with its myth of “employee- 
amployer' cooperation—the "pari initiatory de¬ 
mocracy " of multinational corpora Iinim— is re¬ 
placing even 1h« supine union ism uf the previous 
generation nf workers. Hence fulu.e generations uf 
indi.iNlriHl proletarians may be li iiirngitiftl sdutum— 
marking She end oi Ameiitian iiuluslria] society as 
we have known il since trie post—Civil War era. The 
[HihlMry lodmnlugy that brought the classical Age of 
Revolution lo an end has claimed the constituency 
cl the classical revolution of modern times—I ha 
working class itself. 

In so sweeping a confrontation between pasi and 
future, where do wb stand in the present? 

!.'he world we have known over Ihe p.ihl centuries 
is undergoing changes that are unequalled by any we 
have knnivn since humanity turned from the nomadic 
ways of burners Im the settled ways uf agriculturists. 
Tn regard this jiiLlgemeuI as an overstatement Es to 
exhibit incredibly parochialism in the face of a 
techno logical leap that by :ar exceeds the 
o o n seq u dices of the traditional L nd a st rial Revo Jut: o 11 
with its ensuing urbanism, population growth, 
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flhiiHUtluncy of the industrial hnutgeulrin, wnd 
profound chdiigoa ici daily lifev'vtiv'w ContempoJtiry 
scitfiiuf has i ilj w opened the secrets ut mailer nut I 
lift;, of the atom and gene. Given this knowledge, 
technology has scarcely crossed the threshold of an 
era whose boundaries are utterly unforeseeable. 
Biotech tries and cybernetics alone could vastly alter 
the landscape nf the mind as we have known it up 
to ooWp Vet this technology has merely entered the 
"Kills Hawk’" of ihn Wright brothers who 

initialed the flight tif heavier-than-Bir machines a 
stttgti that less than eighty years lator scerna hw far 
mmuvttd from nimraft design hod power as dues. I lie 
Bronze r\gc from the use of tools today- 
The social impact these technological 
developments will produce and the political 
problems they will create are even more difficult to 
assess, 1 low a market economy that exchanges wages 
tor labor power can deal with tens of millions of mon 
and women who will be displaced by tractable 
machines, much less the "Intelligent'' ones that are 
now ufi she drawing boards, raises the specter nf vast 
social dislocations. This may well require an all-* 
Rticompftfwing system of surveillance! the 
el. mi nation of free speech, assembly* the must 
rudimentary forma of representation, in short, all the 
riuhtfi live Hhsnufclt! willi the vurd '‘democracy''— 
ultimately, complete militarization and pupiilaritin 
controls that could well lead iu compulsory 
storilibation, conceivably genocide by calculated 
starvation if not outright cxtgnnmdliom If such 
measures had not already been used during this 
century, we would be hard pul to believe that they 
were possible. Yet they did appear in the 1940s and 
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the afier&hnrk of their use has already worn off in n 
worid inured to mass slaughter, death from hunger, 
□nd the ebbing of life by old mid exotic diseases The 
lour Horsemen of the Apocalypse ride routinely 
across our planet today, but with very limited 
promise of redemption, 

Given these economic 2 nd political p rumbas, the 
residue nf 'hp Republic, the Bill of Highly and the 
visions of a democratic commonwoaJtn hang like a 
millstone on the cybernated. robotized, and 
gRiifltirally engineered society that is aborning in uur 
midst. Two visions of the American Dream have 
mm heri searing acuity; the contradiction between the 
AmRticfln populist past and its totalilarhm future 
mnId well become explosive. Wo can foresee what 
we want mid must defend it, if merely as a reaction 
against the schemes that are emerging to deal with 
the imperil uhs nf social control and centralized 
power. To corporate America, our '’agrarian" 
Republic ex worse than "obsolete 1 '; it is an unyielding 
ribstaole to (hit homogenization and management of 
the American people. To the emerging elites of a 
cybEjrnel h Am hi tea, ihe breach between the separate 
httandifts ul government must be ''healed ' by giving 
preemptive powers In the executive branch over the 
legislative and judicial. Th^ western republics of the 
modern world are being geared In accept a new 
Caesar ism, indeed, a new inipurium that piitentially, 
at least, could beggar in its power to control and 
destroy the most com man ding monolithic states in 
history- To guard against this Cacxarist tendency ha? 
become the precondition tor developing a soui«l 
agenda lor our time. And to ignore an uvwdl trend 
toward a new Caesarian in the name of a* radicalism'' 
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au “purified'* of all reality and historical 
understanding at- to yield complete inertness would 
be capitulation to ihe powers that be, 

Equally important is trio need to recreate a 
democratic public, a body politic committed to the 
ideals of free expression and (he right of every person 
to formulate social policy. Contemporary urban 
society and the mass media have subverted the very 
notion of an active citizenry—the soul of such a body 
politic Its decline can be summed up in the most 
fundamental feature of American life: dis&m 
powerment. 

He empowerment presupposes (hat every 
individual can feel he or she has control over the 
decisions that affect our society's destiny Such a 
sensibility can only be recreated and fostered by a 
radical change in the scale of everyday life a 
conscious endeavor to bring the social environment 
within the purview of the individual, to render ]t as 
comprehensible and nnrlnrstandahle ns pnRKihle No 
mere Lntu.i*ive Actions and explosive episodes will 
do for a society that llireelerus lu roplaoe “primitive" 
innocence and naivete with a jihisticalsii" 

cynicism acid imldrtiitinctc DeufjnLralizHtiuii of 
decision making, arid the jiisli. utimial izh : inn of 1 hie 
“grass routs" into impregnable Structures that arc 
hii.lt nn h face 413-face diem tic racy, constitute the 
:i rid voidable c'lalJen^DS that can form, □ new, active 
citizenry in n teal participatory democracy, Without 
this “unitary democracy," democracy of any kind 
may we 11 disappear. Uorpurute America cannot assert 
itself over the existing and potential moans of power 
by hybridizing even republican institutions with 
totalitarian ones. Wr dn not know whether anvthing 
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was thaw complete s:atc contru can avoid any :hrcal 
to the corporate order as such h nd t.Li- deployment 
oi a stupendous technological armory to don I with 
the problems of a historically new epoch in nmtiati 
relations tups, 

Uespitn 'he erosion of our libertarian in slit nitons 
over the past few- generations, American political lift 
slit" h*iars ihc deep imprints of *ts revolutionary 
Lirifiin??, Mythic or r«al, individual rights, juridical 
equally. Free expression, and resist mice to htate 
encroachment still axtencige a powerful hold upon 
the American mind. This is 3 genuine reality in Us 
own right, all losses of such values nm withstanding. 
The idtral of "liberty/ 1 however varied its meanings 
to different citizens, looms over She Caes&rist 
challenge to the Republic ds a haunt ing memory that 
tiH« yet to be uprooted from our iHlioutil heritage and 
mir political consrimict?. Homo ecajiorn icus has not 
yet uumpictely supplanted homo pofiticus. Ihe "Bill 
nf Rights" and the <lt 5 inarids of the great Declaration 
of hidependenoe fot "life. liberty, fold the pursuit oi 
happiness' still huteaguer th* j authoritarian* like a 
ghostly army fmm the past—a living past thdi can 
yet be galvanised to recreate m\ cinpowaraii ictive 
citizenry ami a democratic body politic 

But how ran these ideals htr given a palpable farm 
j| the hssn of a society already highly centralized 
politically mid acanormcalkY Lndoed* a society 
rid diet! ;*y spcctaioriiil “citizens' who stem h-ce fair 
game tor ihc mass media and the pol itiuul star as stem? 

We encounter here the problem oi recovering or 
devitalizing loms of democratic practice already in 
existence which lie dormant in a political 
cun im uni tv, T refer to form* (hut arc still structured 
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around the idea of decentralization and human 
scale—no la bly, the municipality as (he ultimate 
source of puwar, he it the neighborhood assembly in 
large ciLitfia or the luwn meeting in small 
communities. The Uni led Slates has given greats? 
moral authority than any other country today to the 
’’grass roots,"' a distinctively American expression 
that stems from our traditional emphasis on local 
government and out uniquely libertarian revolution. 
If a radical practice of public reempowennent is to 
take itself seriously, it must initiate the act of 
renin power mg the citizen in the environment in 
which he or she is most directly immersed—the 
neighborhood or town On this basic level of political 
and snnial lifn* it must fry to create at least exemplary 
forms of public assembly whose moral authority 
slowly can he turned into political authority at the 
heist* of society, It may not be given that such a 
sequence of steps is practical in every American 
mufiicipttl i lyp much less every region of America. But 
where it is practical or even remotely possible, it 
must become ihu most important endeavor of a new 
radical populism-—a new libertarian populism, 
Some of the mure impressive examples nf this 
renewal, examples that have Required groat mural 
influence, have been decisions bv Vermont town 
meetings to demand a nuclear fr eeze and Lo withdraw 
aid from the Salvadoran junta, and, in New 
Hampshire, lo resolve the grave ecological problem 
of acid rain. These decisions, let it be emphasized, 
are not local "town Issues" which traditionally fail 
within the province of New ling laud town meetings. 
They are national and international issues which 
euiistitulirmally fall within the province of the federal 
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government. Aside IVoiu Lius growing iHesinn such 
decisions produce between the cenirdlhsed slate and 
thy *'grass-roat?" locality, the processes ay which 
iIimc decisions a it made hucome ends in 
themselves—not merely ma^ns Lu on end They 
create an ambience of popular politics, of 
participatory citizenship, oF relive involvement in 
historic iEBties. They provide* that vital function that 
sell-gavernfini:i? should always fulfill: the proems of 
educating thn citizen into cii i/^ciship .uu.1 denjimiing 
one's sense of scllhood through soil-governance. 
BmpOwBrnitJot. even if only moral in its initial 
phases, impiits the attributes oF a greater sense of 
public activity in the citizen, of social involvement, 
reflection, discourse, and decision making—the 
trails of authentic judgement—not m et thy the 
episodic act of delivering one's power, political 
inLnliigencc, and mural standards into Ihe hands of 
professional power brokers whose names appear on 
ballots. 

This process :>f roc every and reem powermen t bus 
only just begun—and its beginnings arc still largely 
intuitive in inspiration rather than conscious in 
intent If audi a project went even, advanced without 
any glimnieutigs oi a reality to support il. it would 
be dismissed today as “utopian" and “urinreiistic.' 1 
Yet (i reality it has. even if only nidi men Ltirv and 
um -rsninu$ it the ruling elites could i hullenge our 
credulity with gas chambers, cremHloria, end the 
World of Auschwitz., there is no rwason why ulli 
credulity should he unshakable n tno lace nf (own 
memings that have given the nur.tour-Freeze issue a 
naliouul scop«. To close one's eye.-; to the latter fuel 
mui its civic potentialities while decrying in 
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tremulous voices Lhe former fact and its jjo tentialities 
smacks at authoritarian dogmatism In-Steed, not only 
does this sense of re empowerment exist in the town 
meielingF v>f Vermont, bul signs that the meetings 
themselves t^n even develop confederal ties have 
surfaced —e possibility whose discussion must b£ 
deferred to a larger shirty of l reed run and its 
institutions, 

What cannot pass innintS ohlI k ilia! hum find 
women tan [earn tu accept the reulily dial SR 
COmn.aiidu unih: ayateuiaticaJly tjxleniiiiittled 
millions of people, tmd then so faciEely deny lh*tJ 
tJiiliUSrjnds oi Now England orb-—-no Iosh AmericEin 
than themselves—can constitute themselves into 
face-to face assemblies. indeed into a public power, 
and resolve to oppose the expansion of nuclear 
weapons, the giving of aid to hi Salvador, and the 
transportation of nuc lear wastes on federally funded 
highways. Here, centralist!c social theories and 
media hype yield a denial of reality that, as dogma, 
becomes more mythic and misguided than the 
“archaisms" attributed to authentic reality'. 

Yet even when these realilies become too apparent 
ro Hpny, they are often dismissed as J 'peripheral," 
just a? many canonical radicals dismiss ecological, 
I'eiiuii is", jjtfttcw* and t. c.iitritemni1 1 lr^tI movements aw 
“marginal. 1 Vermont and nor them New England 
generally ire dismissed kb the rural ‘‘fringes" of ti 
highly centralized and urbanized America in which 
"most' 1 people live out their futile, desperate, and 
triviaEi/jjd lives, it Is to Lire "center" of America, to 
its ’’heart.and" of giant cities, sprawling suburbs, and 
belts of agribusiness—wc are told—that a radical 
agenda must be tailored Perhaps -although it is fair 
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to ask why institutional decentraliKatiuu, 
neighborhood or^riifutimi^. and even fam-lM-l'ace 
assemblies aie rrerausarily impossible evf?c: iti the 
great megalopolitaiii 14 centers 1 ol the country. More 
often than nut, we tiro likely to find that the insistence 
upon siil Ji * : ijti|JossibiH ties' is evidence of 
Ideologic] prejudices, noi of practical obstacles. 
They -^press archaic commitments to the creation 
of m £ Sans" organisations—workers* pantes—for 
which :he vcr\ notion oi "community" is as much 
eu hffront to their economistic theories of society as 
'he critique of hierarchy is jii affront lo 1 he-ii 
orgumiuitional concepts. 

But what T after all do words sifc& center" uud 
'periphery" really Tiin+iri in thy dialectics nf social 
Liimi'me? What is then "cure” and what is the "margin*' 
in llit dynamics ul human development? German 
philosophy of lire Fm lighten men l era advanced the 
often startling hut plausible insight that every 
"center’ and *core'‘ is destined tn dissolve hy the 
logic of its own development —nr, to use more 
popular language, in the "couratMjf time" as a result 
of historic forces, No ‘core - ' ha? ever remained sc 
"tenlrel" thu: its destiny is eternally prefigured* just 
as nothing exists- to paraphrase Spinoza—that isn't 
fit to |hmsh. Indeed, if we are to find the 'cores" that 
will be "central" to society m the future, we must 
look precisely to the 'puriphm " and "margins" of d 
context where; they are gradually emerging Fur ii is 
hern,. .it the edges of social evolution, just iis in Ihq 
"ecotu:ies, ,T or the adgas rrf natural evolution, that wc 
encounter the rich variety uf forms, sensibilities, &ud 
institutions tfaal eir jj likely lo supplant ami transcend 
ihc given "centers 1 ' of today. 
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HiflUiry has tsited this made of thought repual&dlv 
h ml furnished us with remarkable unhid plb& of lls 
soundness. This \$ nut Ihe place to rite them. They 
tue available in abundance in the social and 
philosophical -iteraturc of our era. Classical Athens, 
loo, was “peripheral" and “margiisaP to the great 
Aslan empire* that loomed beside it, yet horn this 
remarkable ptiiis, its population numerically trivial, 
Bmeqjnd a wisdom and an example thuL have yet to 
be equalled by any of the "real “civilizations' of 
history. We may not know if Tie notions and practice 
of rHempowermenl, particularly Ihe font■« and 
institutimiii oF a 'simi'-lwr" post, have the relevance 
assigned to them here. Social development has a 
remarkable capacity fur using and reusing structures 
that emerged in the [i; h sI for goals thm belong to the 
futuTH, Uneven and combined development may give 
a neutrality IP se«rniugly “archaic" institutions in 
rufmotu places like Vermont (hat can become I he 
decentralized. humanly staled structures for 
re^mpower.:ig be American people as a whole. That 
inch remote places have alretidy served as the cutting 
edge fur social advances elsewhere in the country is 
d emu ns [ruble in llie peace and ecological 
movements. 

By Hij same token, “class analyses" have a way oi 
unifying into restrictive dogmas UlOt, “centrar 1 as 
they may seeni, can be as rh si meriting as they cun be 
clarifying. If we arc to hunt up a “hegemonit: class" 
lhat wi l lit? the “agent" of revolutionary change, we 
would dn well to discard die exclusivity imparted tn 
the industrial preset Hi hL Historically, it haa always 
required a radical intelligentsia (in llo way to bn 
confused with "intellectuals" and academics) Uj 



A/? AppBBl for Social and Ecological Sanity > 151 


Catalyze "RVidutLonury change. Leaving this Issue 
aside, I have argued elsewhere that the very existence 
of the prole lariat as l revolutionary "agent"' depends, 
quixol ically enough, ou ils transcendence ay an 
indn^LnuJ and purely class Croatnre, not &e the class 
counterpart tu capital * 3ut more sigmEicanllv, today, 
this class has rarely adopted ihe '‘historic role’ 
assigned to U by radical theorists ul all kinds, VYoree, 
tl is being ^discardnd 11 by contemporary changes in 
technology indeed. if the cm mu unity is emerging as 
parti cu lnrly releveril. this is 1mrtly because the factory 
is losing its eminence as an arena for social change, 
Uuitirnunity, the locus ot radical activity bipolar to 
the factory, haa become increasingly significant 
largely becai.se the factory has become less 
significant, 

Wk arrive a', still another significant issue What, 
after all, is the his tori cal "agent" for sweeping social 
change 1 A "new proletariat 1 ' of intellectuals 
sc itmtists, Mutineers, technicians, and linden Is who 
can somehow meld their "economic interests'’ wills 
I hose of the Japanese-model assembly tine': U lacks 
ethnics generally, and/or women? Evon in the course 
of listing these new “strata 1 we essentially "phase 
out" the traditional proietsriiit and traditional “class 
analyst**" from our social inventory, an inventory 
that whs anchornd in a clearly definable economic 
relationship tn ihe tradiiijiml bourgeoisie—that is. 
in specific "production relationships’ 1 ilmt were 
marked by thw exchange of lahor power fot wages 
and by classes which crossed swords in ihe eonflid 

’‘For nr, wxouii: of <hE£ see m? I nward «n ftraJa^i-Ll 

iOL'iffy (MonlrEttl: P. 1 a-:: k Kusc ntmfcs; lUtfO], p. 2513. 
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between 'wagedebor and capital."he "new classes" 
we now deduce tint s.inifmore by cultural lies than 
economic uuea. ethnics, women * rmnlerculluial 
people. tmviicmnrfnlaiihlK. the agmi, the declasse, 
unemployable^ m un employed. I be "ghetto" 
people cil l ditfv r he- econo mi Stic "class analyses” 
that underpin::od Marx's 'scientific Hndtdifini’' and 
its most successful practitioners Like Lenin and 
Trotsky A cultural fare of alienation- tern [whether 
for onfl*s personal security or the “fate of the earth"), 
frustration, rootless ness, lack of coherence and a 
meaningful life, aesthetic defilement, jnd. above all. 
a powerl earn ess unite them into those surging 
demons! i Hi tons, broad coalitions, networks, 
coopt!]alivtJH, ctillni.livns, and social and cultural 
projects i unit: than any cl Marly fnttised economic 
iiiolival inns, significant as these may be. 11 is this 
"GGimtorLuiturt! 1 ' in [lie broadesl sense of the term, 
with its buttery of alternative organize lions, 
technologies, :nsnuiii< hIh. fond cooperatives, health 
and womens centers, schools even barter-markets, 
not to speak of locci and regional pulillCHl coalitions, 
that seems to oiler serious opposition it* ihHCansarifr 
and technocratic socket v dial may lie in he offing. 

Let us call this remarkable dtoJcntsc phennmemui 
by its reel name: the reemergence rd ''the People." 
Kectolenl as the word may be of the “homReoia- 
democratic " revolutions of the push particularly the 
American and French, the fact remains that it, too. 
him hern me recreated by a strange dialectic of 
uogHtiun in which the historic dialectic, to rephrase 
Theodor Adorno, attorns Ec» keep faith with a logic of 
etratrareitv that culminates “in its origin, Yet what 
better word mure adequate! v describes tins dasslists 
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’class/' this siivmgeK mixed "mob." whose 
definition in economic turms consists precisely in its 
in definability, wliosn goals arc so culturally or 
COUnteTcultumlIv—anchored. whose agenda consists 
of lb h utopian dugans of the great democratk 
revnluliruis iu a common resistance 1c Caesarism ami 
corporal iiin. 

The reemergiraceof'"thel'eoplp m mnirast to I fie 
Steady decline of ,L lhe Proletariat/' verifies the 
ascendancy uf community over Fnntriry, of town end 
neighborhood over assembly linn, The hand fits the 
glove perfectly—and clenched, it makes the real fist 
Oi out lime that ran advance hy restoration, progress 
by conserving lh« mdicality of the past, change by 
the catalytic ad td preserving the very institutions 
Caesarism seeks to fragment and corporatism seeks 
to obliterate. Such tension—once it fully emerges 
hpjwpen lh« locality and centralized Stale, tha citizen 
and power broker, the body politic and hit main thcv t 
democracy and totalitarianism—can never remain 
&LrLully defensive* 

Once locality, citizen, body puli I ic, tmrf democracy 
UH^eil themselves in popular ass^mbli^ the latter 
must ottheT confederate on re^iuiml levels or toco 
extinction Once, or if, confaderHliuii is achieved, the 
skein of municipal linkages must be broadened on a 
national scalu ur it will atropny and disappear. 
Thereafter, its future \s hidden in the mists of a logic 
that nan only be established concretely—that cun 
only be revealed when □ relationship of forces 
hfitwenrs Lhe federation of municipalities end the 
Siale comes into being Will this relationship yield 
confrontation or surrender? By whom l-Llc by what 
moans? Peaceful or violent? r.ouscious or intuitive 7 
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To thnSH fpi^tions I here dre no answers because I h« 
ii8UiL l ,4 in nil their finRlity have not yet emerged. 

This much in dear: if these issues arise only 
iatuilivcly, the aiov events they foster will be 
betrayed There i& no room for tmivute any longer. 
The CnrtestJrists and curporatisis are too sopluM icatad. 
however quarrelsome They may be, to t>« 
nutmanftiK'ereH by innocenTs. Their amte 
uunsciouAnim must be answered by a consciousness 
of our own, Kui h ,i r:!inscioLisnees presupposes the 
learning, study* liisciiiisifjn, debate. teachers, and 
organizers that can only be supplied by a nnherent 
network of groups whose dedication lesncinl e hange 
is single minded in practice and utterly rtuqmt Ifni of 
rv.nd in theory. Whether the German Greens tiMivicta 
Us with an example of such a network or not we hive 
yet to ascertain. Jf nothing else, we can locum tis much 
from llieir errors ns from I heir successes. But a Croon 
utttwurk wh certainly require one that speaks to 
Americans in their own tongue?, rot in European. 
Asian, ur Latin Languages and formulas. It must also 
be one that is spawned frems American radical 
traditions; Yankee democracy, frontier individuality, 
a popular mistrust of governmeuLal iiaww, a 
dedication to “grass-roots" democracy, in shnrL a 
libertarian populism that is built on the loouie rents' 
of ‘the People" amt the iiislilntimializalinn nf the 
"grass roots" by confederated popular Fmmnhlias. 

TIim term 'iiburlariaiT' iitself, to bs sure, raises a 
problem. nubbly, the apeeioufi identification of an 
anU^Uth criteria it ideulugy evi t li a straggling 
movement ioi "pure capitalism" arid ‘frets trade." 
This movement never created the worth si 
appropriated it from the anarchist movement of the 
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last century. Atic il should be recovered by those 
anti-authoritarians —whether socisUgtic or 

anarchic—who try to speak for dominated people as 
a whotai iifI for personal egnliats who identify 
frf+rrlurn with entrepreneurship and profit II would 
he wise; to simply ignore thtx specious movement 
for "liberty" and restore in practice a l rad It Son that 
has been denatured by new disc jplus of Adam Smith 

Lest the vverd "Jiberliman” be seen as i political 
capitulation to stalbttn we would do wa.l U\ realize 
a flaw in the authentic libertarian Lraiiitiun that 
confuse politics in its Hdicnir sensu with sLulecrafL 
I'he THditiunuJ Libertarian rnu nterpusi lion of 
“Bociefy' Eo "the Slate" not false as such xSccfal 
forms liko taniihcs, chins, tribes, guilds* workshops, 
vilid^u uuiumuiiities, neighborhoods, and towns ai^e 
I he organic instil lit ion a I forms Ijv which humanity 
"naturally" developed to ware consociation and by 
which il metabohmf with nature hi the form of 
production, II is within these forms that I he great 
an arch i . theorists hoped to structure a confederal 
liberlariim society "HieState* quite soundly, was seen 
as an exogenous institution a professionalized class 
Instrument uf executives legislators bureaucrats, 
soldiers, judges, and police with iheir paraphernalia 
of barracks, courts, and prisons. This exogenous 
institution bed to bo consistently bypassed in daily 
social activity and disbanded in period5 o* sweeping 

social chengc. 

For the pres^n'i. iiuwever, what should be 
emphasized is ibai the historical lamUcapu Is 
composed of mcmr than socipiy and the State We 
must rauve beyond ih\$ simplistic and Manlcfaean 
rii is I ism tu locus on o generally unexplored arena of 
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hum he activity, a public space m politico] arena in 
die ci,BHS]CHl Hellenic sense of the word pulitiAu, nr 
activity of the polls. that cannot be subsumed by the 
word Slate much less "city-state H Perhaps for the 
first time in hoitnry. hut by no means the lash the 
Athenian democrat it; poJis produced an entirely new- 
institutional Urmia—an arena that was not 
Specifically ‘‘aupiul” like lh« family, clan, tribe, 
presumably workplace, and varimis '’natural" forms 
of consociation like dubs, cultic: communities, 
vocational collegia (later, "guilds' 1 ] f mid professional 
societies Nor was this institutional arena identical 
to—or even an extension of—that cla&h-uaiitnillitH 
professinnalizi^d system of violence sudi ess armies, 
police, bureaucrats, judges, legislator, and 
centralized exert itives we call “the Stale 1 —a 
CQ us Lull at ion nf structures which were few enough 
in Peridoan Athena although they were quite 
common in the ancient world. 

What the Athenian pulis created a uniquely 
civic sphere—a distinctly municipal ^tp re¬ 
characterized hy the agora, or civic tenter, where 
citizen could gather informally, discus*, trade, and 
engage in a richly textured interaction that prepared 
fliern for the weekly meetings of oil the citizens in 
the endesjrJ, or popular assembly, where they 
LLunna]l> di.st ussed the issues of the poifs with a 
view toward arriving at a puhlir consensus in a face¬ 
ts taco manner, ciiher with unanimity or by a vote. 
There, too. as in the agora, they were daily and subtly 
educated into the arts anti fdlribijtmj nf active 
citizenship, or more precisely, into llm sHimbility, 
character-structure, and sclliraod of ptuticijiHluty and 
suli-govffming citizens—a new, specili tally 
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mu nit ij iil “( I sins'" in the spectrum of "classes” which 
Mdix and our current bouquet of radical social 
tfieuiisG have so needy arranged for us. I’he I banian 
democracy, Ln effect, functioned as <i stihuul fui 
personal and social development, and with its 
dramas, festival?, and pageants pmvidetf si unifying 
cult Lira J milieu that knitted together [hi! ptdis into a 
community unified in sensibility and tradition, 
rconnmic slmla Athens lidd in abundance: slaves, 
era ft persons, i nerd units, alien residents, or metics, 
who Rnjny^tl none of the political rights oi citizens 
although there vvwe free, independent farmers, 
tftnnnl farmers, intellectuals who practiced what we 
today would celt "professions/* noble!; of aristocratic 
lineages, and, finally. □ stratum of demagogues who 
tried to manipulate the citizen body tn suit their own 
persona] and social interests. 

But there wa* also the citizen hotly itsHi—the body 
politic that, despite its mi^eri character 

often transcended ii» parti mi laris lie economic 
interests iti arrive &[ an ethical consensus. This 
iKimtiiisuN was guided by a notion of the " public 
garni/ 4 a ‘good" that cannot be dismissed as purely 
"itieoloKicar or subtly class motlvalnd, hul which 
rested cn a shared notion of w) at iv*s trahtipmunth 
the public welfare, all particularistic frkLkms and 
conflicts aside- As enpresaed by the social 
philosophers of Gi^lk. whether democratic or 
authriritanuu, lids action of the ‘public good” 
rmistsled uf lhe body politic’s arct£. or virtue If the 
Albanian democratic poiis. politics or pohdtn, in 
use a safe, v Hoi Ionized term, bdl on gad Fmlher nlhe 
realm of the "social” nor that of the "Slate/ Lemuj 
for which the Greeks significantly had no words. I* 
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curupmud tliK realm nf I he pnlis, of the cms, to use 
n more tumili^r Latin word, in which men [the 
sociely* like- all those around iI, was firmly 
pat ric or. trie) formed a "soci&E compact’' or rxrmmcm 
ethical und erst an ding—- in no way to Uj confused 
with a juridical "social contract"'—to order H> life as 
a "‘commonweal" to try to transcend particular 
interests. 

WHhI the anarchic theorists have not seen clearly 
is h stipra-sucidE level of politics literally, ihe 
activity of the pofrs that can validly be 
distinguished from statecraft Politics is the public 
realrf] nf citizenship where citizens gather to discuss 
suciul problems evaluate them and. finally, decide 
cm llmir sr>Jr lI io 11 h whether by consensus or by vote 
This political arena, an distinguished from the largely 
soL:id.l world of organic relationships at one end of 
the spectrum and the statist world of ruling-class 
uuntrolK at the other end, la the Intermediate world 
of the community and the citizen a municipal 
world Ir-Lhttd not on kin but on the civic association 
dial so often surfaces in the writing of Proudhon and 
Kiupotkim only to he overlaid by the industrial world 
of syi KlicHMum 

Tragically the libnratory of community and 
mumcipnl politics wn& never fully elaborated 
Indeed, it was myopically subsumed by an 
' antiptililiudl' bias that brought thp distinctions 
caused by statistami social iiifillmtinn into? twilight 
zone ol radical social theory. Libertarian 
municipalism was furl her stigmatized I >y tbu crude 
betrayals of its most outstanding dpuktisman, Paul 
tlroussc, the Trench anarchist who drifted in h whiter 
life toward Conventional parly politics, Clonnswi tit 
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this stigma, libertarian municipalism orul its 
politics, based or popular assemblies and tionfederal 
relationships, can he seen an a proems I hut Joes not 
deny politics in its cfussiml stiitse I mi ra ihei selves 
lo give if ni.it henticity and i:a ult* in porin' y relcvance. 

Tg be sum, remvered fumm aud structures Uke 
town mtitdiugs ,-md neighborhood assemblies do not 
nf therriNttlvHs yield the ^empowerment ot the 
dtixeji. I lie hoik politic. And a democratic society, 
much Jess (he ecological society wo hope to achieve. 
The buttles ire no better than the wine they contain 
That wine, il is self-evident, must be fermented by n 
libertarian populist movement, a network or coalition 
of the classless ‘'class." II musl be guarded from 
pollution bv a coherent. highly conscious theory' and 
[iracliun, No less I:' on the theories and organlzHiwE, il 
mitfjt bu i*ln’llisi by events by contemporary history 
ilshiif—which unite seemingly shi&Jp issues into a 
neAus of general ones and enlarge tltuir logic into 
historic programs lor sweeping son al change. 

Thus Ihe social movement outside must combine 
with tin? intellectual movement inside Already, 
feminism tends to meld with acnlogism under the 
common theme of the domination of nature. 
Countercultural life ways tend to imit« with political 
movements for freedom all the mure because 
icslrictinns on sexual Jifft, hehrivirtr. medical 
strategies, midwifery, sit and perhaps t?vim dress 
threaten to undermine the very ingredients of culture 
as- such, not tt> s=peak of one l 'itfuntor' tn prevalent 
mures, Even the peace movBiiiKiit cannot confine 
itself to such single issues as tin? nutkai freeze, arms 
reduction, nr opposition to relocation plans in the 
event of war. 11 is destined to face the fact that it is 
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mil jn^l opposed (n ^rm^menK, hut to mjjitnrifim 
Thirt oli] demand, which predates the outbreak of the 
First World War, has reappeared a*? a result of the 
eucrnnulling Canaria* anil corporate State and of the 
jnilit&ri&utioii uf every facut of life from school to 
iudusUy, liuiii family to aimrmmiiv, from shxluiI 
rehUions to social relations. The Penlagor is nn longer 
met civ lhe' cuni-iiaisd posT ol Lhe rial ion. Jt threaten* 
through its vast command of resources .-si id ih« 
allocation of funds to become the artificial heart ol 
an increasingly bionic and militarized society. 

However summarily these remarks have been 
advanced, they offer a theory and practice for social 
and geological sanity, li they have not explored the 
issue of property rights and multinational 
corporatism, of imperialistic designs and the 
problems of nuclear war, of feminism and ethnic 
oppression. il is only because these issues have boon 
fully ttxpliimtl hi munrless statements, articles, and 
books. Civii: entitle* can “municipalize" thair 
industries, utilities, and siimniinrling land as 
effectively gs any socialist stale. The differttruio 
would be that a municipally managed enterprise 
would be a worker-cifj'zcn control led enterprises 
meant to serve human and ecological needs, mil a 
bureaucratically and politically controlled enter prise 
thal assumes an interest and ends of its own, Even 
more can bo said about the replacement of the nation 
slate by the municipal confederation, li e treatment 
uf !*uxeH Hnd si rangers .“and the like. To "touch every 
bus«" merely In signify mi tt is aware of "every' issue 
would in hypoi’riiical and manipulative, What I have 
advanced is a perspective Iha' is different from those 
which normally appear in most radical sue la! 
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theories—o libertarian populism hasrcd nn municipal 
iicrJuiu and confederation !'"i> p ^-ns. < iiw ip;, j.m 
more directly and traditional I v to American 
co ldlEton? th-m the itumi giant ‘ is, ti$" that still linger 
on among radical wi:b and European traditions of 
radicalism, 11 umkuft uc attempt to Imperialist* I he 
identical landscape—and it carries the warning 
that ages long post, both in American history and 
Europedn, may be irrecoverable fur jitsupLe whose 
verv spirit may he industrial i/nd uud iinduced to 
spectator Jal passivity. 

II nothing eke, however. it tries to speak to a mure 
indoppuderiT, ;volLTic^jliy concerned, and libertarian 
Amorim >111 spirit Mmt may still lie latent in the national 
f-haracl«r-tftracturOr And it nothing If loti of that 
spirit. mtiiutds may follow their own personal ixmrse, 
per Imps reluming to the daydream* rjf diguiLy in 
defeat with (he certain knowledge lhal defeat will 
mid its biocide. But it something nf that spUfil s still 
left, oven as embers, these remarks may be regarded 
js pur' of an effort hj raise up thn Maiucii ot protest 
and prov.de us with ihe means for reconstruction. 

Lera, at IsaM is a cliaiice lor humanity to regain 
It* sanity mu\ rebuild this rained planet as a world 
tor life. ;t a chance lhat must arouse the very 
umnost .unis at Ihc individual and redeem the spirit 
nl life w ilb which he or she was born to produce h 
new culture and consciousness, not only a new 
movement a ini program. 


March 19 1903 
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-4 Jf in the future we want to live Jives at all fit for 
jujjm.m things, m even if we just ivunl to survive, we 
must /undomantaJJy rhan£f? our wav of Jiff? " 


BUILDING THE GREEN MOVEMENT 

by Rudolf Bahru 

RudulJ Biluo lids emerged in reran l ytnarsi ns a trading 
figure it- tlit: West German Green Parly and a political and 
social thinker ivith substantial international influence Iti 
HuiffjiJig Ihfl Crttftn Movement, Bahro sat? forth his views 
on Morlh-Soulh relations und the pedcu muvuirenL hi a 
opposition to 3 coalition between Greens and Social 
Democrats, his Increasing rflsaffRctinn wiih parlininenlHry 
politiLS. his ideas fur the renewal uf cumin unities and his 
insistence on the need fo^ spiritual resurgence. 

‘Those familiar with historic radical Literature will 
rtcugnizc in Bu lire’s rhetoi'ic and runs mil rig tins visions a f 
William Morris's Veivs from iVowhcrc, Paul Goodman's 
‘pmr.tir.al proposals, 1 ' and Ernest Cal Inn bach's Ecu to pin, 
nut Lu mention the Taoist precepts of Luc 

—Booklist. American Library Association 
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